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MAYER, BROWN & PLATT

1920 SOUTH LA SALLE STREET

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60603-344|

RUSSELL R. EGGERT
QIRECT DIAL (312) 701-7350
DIRECT FAX (312) 706~9111
reggert@mayerbrown.com

September §, 1997
VIA MESSENGER

Unites States Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 5

Enforcement and Compliance
Assurance Branch (DRE-81)

77 West Jackson Boulevard

Chicago, lllinois 60604

Attention: Allen T. Wojtes

Re: Clark Refining & Marketing. Inc.

Dear Mr. Wojtes:

Enclosed are Clark Refining and Marketing, Inc.’s Second Objections And Response
To RCRA Section 3007 Information Request of July 30, 1997.

You will note that two of the documentary attachments, numbers 4 and 5, are not
enclosed with this submission, and will be supplied shortly. Copies of these documents were
misplaced during the duplicating process, after they were delivered to me by Clark, and the
responsibility for the delay is mine. I apologize for any inconvenience this may cause.

Very truly yours,
Russell R. Eggert

cc: Richard Keffer (w/encl.)
Bill Irwin (w/encl.)

62222041 90897 1241C 95228409

CHICAGO BERLIN BRUSSELS HOUSTON LONDOM LOS ANGELES NEW YORK WASHINGTON
INDEPENDENT MEXICO CITY CORRESPONDENT: JAUREGUI, NAVARRETE, NADER Y ROJAS
INDEFENDENT PARIS CORRESPONDENT: LAMBERT ARMENIADES

MAIN TELEPHONE
312-782-06800



MAYER, BROWN & PLATT

September 8, 1997
Page 2

bee: John C. Berghoff, Jr. (w/encl.)
Tom Kuslik (w/encl.)

62222041 96897 1241C 95228409



CLARK REFINING & MARKETING, INC.’S SECOND
OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSE TO RCRA SECTION 3007
INFORMATION REQUEST OF JULY 30, 1997

Clark Refining and Marketing, Inc. (“Clark™) objects and responds to the information

request under Section 3007 of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act received on July 30,

1997 as follows:
General Objections
i. Clark objects to the information requests to the extent that they seek material

beyond the scope of EPA’s authority under RCRA.

2. Clark objects to the information requests on the ground that they are repetitive,
duplicative, and unreasonably burdensome.

3. Clark objects to the information requests to the extent that they seek information

protected by the attorney-client privilege or the attorney work product doctrine.

Responses
Request
I. According to an operator’s logbook and discussions with Clark personnel during

the NEIC inspection, the contents of Clark’s desalter were emptied into the Tank
29 dike on at least one occasion. Set forth each occasion on which the contents of
the desalter were emptied into the Tank 29 dike and the amount.

a) What is the construction of the area inside of the dike?

b) Is the area inside of the dike lined?

c) Was the dike lined when Clark emptied the desalter into the dike?

d) Were any notifications made to regulatory agencies regarding the
placement of the desalter contents into the dike?

6218795.1 90897 1009C 95228409



Response

1.

b}

d)

e) Would the desalter contents be expected to exhibit any hazardous waste
characteristics?

) When the desalter was emptied in the tank 29 dike, was a hazardous waste
determination made?

g2) Were any samples collected or analyses run? If so, provide
documentation of any hazardous waste determinations, sampling, and
analysis performed before placing the material in the dike.

h) Was the material ultimately removed from the diked area? Provide any
available documentation describing waste determinations and

management of the material.

i) Provide all documentation related to your answer to these questions.

Clark objects to the question because it misstates the facts. Subject to and
without waiving the objection or the General Objections, Clark states that only
the water layer of the desalter was discharged into the Tank 29 dike, on June 23,
1995. Clark is not aware of any other such discharges.

Tank containment dike is constructed of compacted soil, with approximately three
inches of aggregate on top.

Clark objects to this question as vague, since “lined” is not defined. Subject to
and without waiving this objection or the General Objections, the containment
area qualifies as secondary containment under applicable SPCC rules.

See response to b) above.

No. Answering further, no notifications were required.

6218795.1 50897 1009C 95228409
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h)

Request

Request

Request

Clark objects to this question because it misstates the facts. Subject to and
without waiving this objection or the General Objections, the desalter water layer
would not be expected to exhibit any hazardous waste characteristics.

Clark objects to this question because it misstates the facts. Subject to and

without waiving this objection or the General Objections, no.

No.

Yes. See document 039716 12, previously supplied and hereby incorporated by
reference.

See document 03971612, previously supplied and hereby incorporated by

reference.

Previously answered.

Previously answered.

Black material was observed by NEIC around 59 sump, and on the ground inside
the dike around Tanks 51 and 59, especially on the southern portion of the diked
area (north of the warehouse, but inside of the tank dike).

a) What are the sources of the contamination inside the dike of Tanks 51 and
59, and around the 59 sump?

b) Has material been excavated from these areas in the past? List the date of
each occasion the material has been excavated, the results of any
hazardous waste determination made on the materials, including any
analytical information, and the disposition of the material.

c) Provide all documentation related to your answer to these questions.

6218795.1 90897 1005C 95228409



Response

4. Clark objects to this question as vague and imprecise. Subject to and without

waiving the objection or the General Objections, Clark states:

a)

b)

62187951 90887 1009C 95228409

Possible sources inctude any of the following: Tank 51 stores asphalt and
tank 59 is the equalization tank for process water that is fed to the API
scparator. The 59 sump receives oil that is manually decanted from tank
59. The sump also receives oil that is picked up from locations in the
refinery by the vacuum truck. The liquid in the 59 sump is pumped to the
slop oil tax;xks {Tanks 63 and 65). The slop oil will be processed in the
crude unit. The pumps on the 59 sump are automatically operated via a
level controller. In the past, the level controller has malfunctioned and the
pumps have not turned on to pump down the level. The level in the sump
would rise and oil would overflow the sump into the tank dike. This oil
would then be vacuumed up and placed in the slop oil system.

Clark records indicate that material was excavated from the dike four
times since January 1, 1993. The soil removed was placed in roll off
boxes and shipped off site as non-hazardous waste. Process knowledge
was used to characterize the waste, and no analyses were conducted of the
soil.

Manifests for shipping the waste to oﬂ;site disposal facilities are being

assembled and will be submitted as Attachment 4.



Reqguest

Response

5.

Request

Sheens have been observed by NEIC inspectors on water beneath the inlet pipe to
tank dike 55 from Qutfall 1B, and black stains were observed around the inside of
the dike.

a) Have samples been collected of the liquid in the dike? If so, provide
copies of any analytical information available.

b) Has Clark removed sludge, solids or any material(s) from the dike of Tank
55?7 Was a waste determination made on the materials(s)? What was the
disposition of the materials(s)?

c) Provide all documentation related to your answer to these questions.

Clark objects to this question as vague and imprecise. Subject to and without
waiving this objection or the General Objections, Clark states:

a) No.

b) Yes. Yes. Lawfully disposed off-site.

c) Responsive documents are being assembled and will be submitted as

Attachment 5.

Provide a written explanation of how the material inside of the red rolloff box,
observed by NEIC during the March 1997 site visits, was generated. Include the
history of the contents of Tank 78. The rolloff was located north of the overflow
pit inside of the dike of Tank 52. 'When the rolloff was first observed by NEIC it
was not marked. A hazardous waste label was added by Clark, with the waste
number D008, “Tank 78" was also marked on the label, and a date of “2/3/97.”
Elva Carusiello indicated that the final hazardous waste determination had not
been done on the material, and that the information on the label was based on
discussions with refinery personnel. What was the final determination of the
regulatory status of the material, and what was the final disposition of the waste?
Provide all documentation related to your answer to this question.

6218795.1 90897 1009C 95228409



Response

6.

Request

The material in the red roll-off, box number 20-930, was generated from the tank
clean out of Tank 78. Tank 78 normally stores diesel fuel and has stored only
diesel fuel according to tank farm personnel. One person had said that it may
have stored gasoline a long time ago. Therefore the D008 waste label was affixed
to designate the possibility of the waste containing lead. A sample was taken to
determine if the tank bottoms contained lead. The analytical showed that lead
was present, but well under the regulatory TCLP limit. Since lead was present at
some level it was determined that it should be characterized and disposed of as
leaded tank bottoms. The Tank 78 waste was shipped off site, for incineration, to
Trade Waste Incineration, Inc. in Sauget, IL. under a pre-existing “Leaded Tank

Bottoms” profile. The manifest and laboratory report is attached as Attachment 6.

A September 18, 1995 revision of the RCRA contingency plan was provided to
NEIC during the week of March 3, 1997. During the week of March 17, 1997,
Clark provided a March 20, 1997 transmittal letter, indicating that a contingency
plan was distributed to local emergency services.

a) Which version of the contingency plan was transmitted with the letter?

b) Clark personnel indicated that the revised contingency plan may have
been distributed during meetings prior to March 20, 1997. If so, which
version of the plan was distributed, and what meetings was Clark referring
to?

c) When was the last date, prior to March 20, 1997, that a contingency plan
was provided to local emergency services, including the on-site

emergency services?

d) Provide all documentation related to your answers to these questions.

6218795.1 90897 1009C 95228409



Response

7.

Request

Response

6218795.1 90897 H009C 95228409

d

March, 1997,

Available records do not indicate any except March, 1997.

Available Clark records do not indicate any except March, 1997, but the
Village of Alsip has indicated that if an earlier submission had not been
made it would have initiated an inquiry, and it did not do so, thus
indicating that a prior timely submission had in fact been made.

None available at this time other than the contingency plan itself;

investigation continues.

During the NEIC inspection on March 19, 1997, Bill Irwin indicated he had
attended training provided by U.S. EPA Region 5, and that Clark had not made
further efforts to comply with the RCRA air emissions (Subpart CC)
requirements, and no documentation was available regarding efforts to comply.

a)

b)

Provide the location and the date of the training session attended by Bill
Irwin.

Provide any other information regarding Clark’s efforts to determine
which wastes are subject to the RCRA air emissions requirements
(Subparts BB and CC), and dates the determinations were made.

Clark objects to this question because it misstates the facts. Subject to and

without waiving this objection or the General Objections, Clark states:

a)

b)

March 11, 1997, Collinsville, Illinois.
Clark has been and continues to diligently review and evaluate its facility

in order to ensure continued compliance if, when the regulations become



effective on December 8, 1997, the regulations apply to the Blue Island

refinery.
Request
9. Previously answered.
Request

10.  With respect to all wastes generated by Clark at its Blue Island, Illinois facility,
other than office waste, provide the following information:

a) a description of the waste stream;

b) the testing or monitoring of the waste stream, if any, conducted by Clark
or on behalf of Clark by one of its contractors;

c) the waste determinations made by Clark with respect to such waste
stream; and
d) how each waste stream is managed.

Provide copies of all documentation related to your answer to this question, including, for
the period of January 1, 1993 to the present, copies of all analyses and sampling results
for such waste.

Response
10.  Clark objects to this question on the ground that it is overbroad and exceeds

EPA’s information gathering authority under RCRA. Subject to and without
waiving this objection or the General Objections, and construing the question to
encompass only solid wastes regulated by RCRA, Clark states:
Hazardous Wastes

API sludge (K051), DAF float (K048), T59 sump sludge (F037) and API
overflow pit sludge (K051) are all listed wastes and are handled similarly. When

it is necessary to clean the API Separator or any of the other units, a contractor

6218795.1 90897 1009C 95228409



with 40 hour trained personnel is scheduled to clean them using a vacuum truck
and a centrifuge to dewater the sludge. The dewatered sludge is transferred to a
container (roll-off bin) for disposal by thermal destruction.

Bundle Cleaning sludge (K050) - the environmental department is notified
prior to cleaning heat exchanger bundles in order to prepare for managing the
waste. Bundle cleaning sludge is collected after the heat exchanger cleaning
process is complete and is transferred to a roll-off bin for disposal at a subtitle C
landfill such as Adams Center, Emelle or Model City by 40 HR trained personnel
(either internally or contractor). The roll-off bin is labeled with a hazardous
waste generator’s label. It is manifested and transported to a landfill when it is
full or within 90 days, whichever is shorter.

Normally these wastes are characterized by generator’s knowledge.
Periodically, wastes from this category are analyzed by a certified laboratory to
confirm knowledge of the waste’s characteristics.

Special Wastes

Special waste streams which have been profiled include: spent mixed
catalyst, petroleum contaminated soil, petroleum contaminated material, caustic
contaminated soil, water filter scale and cooling tower sludge and general refinery
sludge.

Normally, special waste disposal is scheduled by maintenance or
operations. In general, Clark uses generator’s knowledge to determine the waste

classification. If there is a potential for the waste to be a characteristic hazardous

6218795.1 90897 1009C 95228409



waste, it ig sampled and analytical is completed on (e sample by a centified

laboratory for classification at the time of generation. The waste ig then

containerized, labeled 2nd manifested for proper disposal.

Attached as Exhibit 10 is the roll-off bin summary sheet (1995 to present),
waste manifest summary sheets, analytical reports and waste manifests from
January 1, 1993 to ptesent. The rolt-off bin summary shect was not initiated until
19235,

11,  Provide the following notarized certification by a responsible company officer:

[ certify under penelty of law that I have personally examined and am familiar
with the information submitted in responding to this information requesi for the
production of documents. Based on my review of all relevant documents and inguiry of
those individuals immediately responsible for providing all relevant intormation and
documents, I believe that the information submitted is true, sccurate, and complete. 1am

aware that there are significant penalties for submirtting false information, including the
possibility of fine and imptisonment,

Bill Trwin
Intertm Environmental Manager

2157951 FOAPT L009C 43720409
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. " FOR SHIPMENT OF HAZARDOUS
P.O. BOX 19276 SPRINGFIELD, ILLINDIS 62794-8276 (217) 782-6761 AND SPECIAL WASTE
State Form  LPC 62 /81 IL532-0610
PLEASE TYPE {Farm designed for use on alite (12-pitch) typewriter.) EPA Form 8700-22 (Rev. 6-89) Form Approved. OMB Ne. 2050-0039, Expires 9-30-36
! Manifast W =
» UNIFORM HAZARDOUS 1. Generator's US EPA ID No. : Do s . 2. Page 1 1nron|nauon in the shadsd areas is not
. WASTE MAN'FEST I L D 0 0 5 1 0 9 8 2 2]9 7 3 0 of 1 mﬂgir:&m' Federal iaw, but is required by
3. Generator's Name and Maifing Address Location If Different A. illingis Manifest Document Nurl;tbngND '
CLARE REFIRING & MARKETING INC . . : tFEA PLICABLE
a1 S’EQEEE & {ED%IE gVERUE 8. liingis .
LR D, 040 Gaferator's
4. *24 HOUR EMERGENCY AND SPILL ASSISTANCE NUMBERS*  [RBR) 353-23R7 D IRENEENERIWIR
§. Transporter 1 Company Name 6. US EPA ID Number C. ‘Winots Transperter's 1D i 1 l'U 1 fe
OZINGA TRANSPORTATION, INC. | ILDS82068717 Hp. B00) 474-BBT4Transporter's Prone
7. Transporter 2 Company Name 8. US EFA ID Number E. fiinols Transporter's 1D L1 1 1
| F.( ) Transporter's Phone
9. Dasignated Facitity Name and Site Address 10. US EPA 1D Number G. glin?és
TRADE WASTE INCINERATION, INC. s 1.818,1,2,1,0,0,0,9
7 MOBILE AVENUE (. Facifty's Prone
SAUGET, IL 622011069 l ILD09864242 4S8 2TI-2804
11. US DOT Description (Including Proper Shipping Name, Hazard Class, and iD Number) 12. Containers T13ta| 64;1 i
o nif "
. No. [Typs Quantity ___ [Wirvol Waste No,
¢ | #RQ HAZARDOUS WASTE, SOLID, n.o.s. XX KT 2
wi 9,NA30T7,II1 (D0O0B,D018,K052) 001 | o 00020 | V[ Auhorzaion Nomber
E — ; I I | (\_lgl{] QLo
R b. - JEPAHW Number 1
A ......_...__R X I I
Authorization Nurber
T ECEIVED I T | Lt |
olc . EPA HW Numper
AL 1]
R MAR 2 7 1997 -Autharzation Number
o A I Lt 1 1 4 4
CEARK—REFNING EPA HW Numbe)
d. ENVIRONMENTAL DEPT, AL rl
Authnrizau‘gn Pflumbar ]
: [ EO I . 28
- J. Additional Deacription for Materials Listed #bove _ K. :-lalr;gﬂin -(iodas for Wastes Listed Above
BOTTOMS/BUSEBE /WIP # 272210 I
15. Special Handling knstructions and Additional Infotgtion
for manifest discrepancies call 773-6846~8331
16. GENERATOR'S CERTIFICATION: | heraby declare that the contents of this consignment are fully and accurately described above by
proper shipping name ang are classiiied, packed, marked, and labeled, and are in ail respects in proper condition for transpost by highway
according 1o applicable intemational and national government regulations.
I | am a large quantity gensrator, | certify that | have a program in place to reduce the volume and toxicity of waste generated to the degree | have determined to
be sconomically practicable and that | have selected the practicable method of treatment, stora?s, or disposal currently available to me which minimizes the present
and future threat to human heaith and the environment; OR, if | am a small quantity generator, | have made a good faith effort to minimize my waste generation and
select the best waste management method that is available to me and that | can afford. I_—T
Printed/Typed Name S';nqture . Month Day Year
¥ ELyA CARUSIELIO/ASST.ENV.MGR. /R P L 2 0,3:2/1,917
; 17, Transporter 1 Acknowledgement of Receipt of Materials . e Date
A| . Printed/Typed Name Signatu d/ \% ' Month Day Year
N ’ )
S o  FreiSo4d e Vot gan, 032197
g 18. Transporter 2 Acknowledgement of Receipt of Materials (/ Date
T Printed/Typed Name Signature Month Day VYear
E
R P i
19, Discrepancy indication Space
; 0997-10859
c
b
L
g, Faciiity Owner or Operator: Certification of receipt of hazardous materials covered by this manifest except as noted in itern 19, ] Date
rinted/Typgd Name Siﬁure 14 Month  Day _Ye
i Artia vl 02747 )
[

This Agency a8 authorized to. reduire, pursuant to illinocis RAeviced Statute, 1989, Chapter 111 /2, Section 1004 and 102f, that this
this infermation may result In civil penalty against the owner or operator not to exceed $25.000 per day of violaty
per day of viclation and imprisonment up to & years. This form has been approved by the Forms Managament Center,

COPY t. TSD MAIL TO GENERATOR

information be submitted 1o the Agency, ﬁi\h provide

. Faisification of thls information may result in 2 fine up te $50,000
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select the best waste management method that is avaflable to me and that | can afford. [——m——-——
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E
R
19, Discrepancy Indication Space
E
A
c 0997-10860
i
tieo Facility Owner or Operator: Certification of receipt of hazardous materials covered by this manifest except as noted in item 19, I Date
Printed/Typed Name Signature Month Day Year
[

This Agency is authorized to require, pursuant
this information may result in a gl
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5/17/96 LAND DISPOSAL NOTIFICATION AND CERTIFICATICH FORM (UTS) TWI-BU5588
Generator Mame: CLARK OIL & REFINING CORP Manlfest Dos. No.: i 7 3C—’ ,

L L
Prefila Numbar: BUS58B State Manifest No: = L 702 ?)' 13/

Te this waste a non-wastewater or wastewater? (See 40 CFR 268.2) Check ONE: Nonwastewater X Wastewater

f this wasta is subject to any California List restrictions enter the letter from below {either A, B.1, or B. 2) next to
each restriction that is applicable:

HOCs, PCBRa, Acid, Metals, Cyanides
3. Tdentify ALT USEFA hazardous waste codes that apply to this waste shipment, am dafined by 40 CFR 261. For each waste

coda, ldentify the corresponding subcategory, or check NONE if the waste code nas no subcategory. Spent soclvant and
California List treatment standards are listed on the following page. If F019, multi-scurce leachate applies
these constituents must be listed and attached by the genaratcr. If DOOL1, D002, or DOl2-D043 tredquires tresatment of the

characteristic and meet 268,48 standards, then the underlying hazardoue constituent(s} present in the waste must be listed
and attached.

4. US EPA 5. SUBCATEGORY 6. HOW MUST|
HAZARDOUS ENTER THE SUBCATEGORY DESCRIPTION. THE WAS
HEF] WASTE IF NOT APPLICABLE, SIMPLY CHECK NONE BE MANAGED?
# CODE(S) ] - ENTER LETTE
DESCRIPTION NONE FROM BELOW
1 DOOB X a
21 DO18 Non CWA .Y
3I K052 X A
5
To identify FO3J9 or DUGL, DUOUZ, DULZ-DU43, underlying Hazardous cOnatituent(s), uss the "FU039/0nderlying Hazardoua

Constituent Form™ provided (CWM-2004) and check hera: X
If nc UHCs are present in tha waste upon its initial generation check here:

To list additiconal USEFA waste code({s) and subcategorie(s), use the supplemantal sheet provided {(CWM-2005-B)
and check here:

HOW MUST THE WASTE BE MANAGED? In column 7 above, enter the letter (A, B1l, B2, B3, C, D or E) below that describes how the
waste must be managed to comply with the land disposal regulations (40 CFR 268.7}. Please understand that if you antar the
istter Bi, BZz, B3, or D, you are making the appropriate certlfication as provided below.

A. REBTRICTED WASTE REQUIRES TREATMENT

This waste must be treated to the applicable treatment standards set forth in 40 OFR Part 266 Subpart D, 266. 32, or RCRA
Section 3004(d).
For Razardous Debris: "This hazardous debris is subject to the alternative treatment standards of 40 CFR Part 266.45.™
B.1 RESTRICTED WASTE TREATED TO PERFORMANCE STANDARDS
"I certify under penalty of law that I have perscnally examined and am familiar with the treatment technology and oper-
ation of the treatment process used to support this certification and that, based upon my inquiry of those individuals
immediately reaponsible for obtaining this information. I believe that the trsatment process has beah oparated and main-
tained properly so as to comply with the performance levaels specified in 40 CFR part 268 Subpart D and all applicable
pronibitions =et forth in 40 CFR 268,32 or RCRA Section 3004(d) without impermissible dilution of the prohibilted
wasta. I am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting a false certification, including the possibility
of fine and imprisonment.
B.2 RESTRICTED WASTES FOR WHICH THE TREATMENT STANDARD IS EXPRESSED AS A SPECIFIED TECHNOLOGY (AND THE WASTE HAS BEEN
TREATED BY THAT TECHNOLOGY)
"1 certify undeyr penalty of the law that the waste has beaen treated in accordance with the requirements of 40 CFR 266.42.
I am awara that there are asignificant penalties for submitting a false certification, including the possibility of fine
and imprisonmant.®
B.3 GOOD FAIMH ANALYTICAL CERTIFICATION FOR INCINERATED ORGANICS

"1 ecertify under penalty of law that I have perscnally examined and am familiar with the treatmant technology and operation
of the treatment process used to support this certification and that, based upon my inquiry of those individuals
immediataely responsible fer obtaining this information, I believe that the nonwastewater organic constituante have been
treated by incineration in units operated in accordance with 40 CER Part 264 Subpart O or Part 265 Subpaxt 0, or by
combustion in fual substitution units operating in accordance with applicable tachnical requirements, and I have been
unahle to detect the nonwastewater organic constituents despite having used besat good faith efforts te analyze for
such constituents. I am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting a false certification, 1nc1uding
the possibility of fine and imprisonment.™
C. RESTRICTED WASTE SUBJECT TO A VARIANCE
This waste is subject to a national capacity variance, a treatablility variance, or a4 c¢ase-hy-case @itension. Enter the
effactive date of prohibition in column 7 above.
__ For Hazardous Debris: "This hazardous debris is subject to the alternative treatment standards of 40 CFR Part 266.45."
D. RESTRICTED WASTE CAN BE LAND DISPOSED WITHOUT FURTHER TREATMENT .
"I have determined that this waste meets all applicable treatment standards set forth in 40 CFR Part 268 Subpart D, and
all applicable prohibition levels set forth in Sectlion 268.32 or RCRA Section 3004(d), and therefora, can be land dispoaad.
without further treatment. A copy of all applicabla treatment standards and specified treatment methods is
maintained at the treatment, atorage and disposal facility named above." "I certify under penalty of law that
I personally have examined and am familiay with the wasfe through analyeis and testing or through knowledge of
the waste to support this certification that the waste complies with the treatment standards specified in 40 CFR Part
268 Subpart D and all applicable prohibitions set forth on 40 CFR 260.32 or RCRA section 3004{d). I
believe that the information I submitted is true, accurate and complete. I am aware that there are significant
penalties for submitting false certifications, inclucding the possibility of a fina and impriscnment."
E. WASTE IS8 NOT CURRENTLY SUBJECT TO PART 268 RESTRICTIONS
This waste is a newly identified waste that is not currently sublect to any 40 CFR Part 268 restrictions.

I hereby certify that all informatlon submitted in thle and all asmoclated cocuments ls complete and accurate, to the
bast of my knowledge and information.

‘atura

Title Aszy LR MER pate S - SAl-F7
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LAND DISPOSAL NOTIFICATION AND CERTIFICATION FORM (UT3) -REVERSE 3iDE

SOLVENT AND CALIFORNIA LIST TRERTMENT STANDARDS

TWI-BU5S368

If the waste identified on the first page of this form is described by any of the following USEPA hazardous wasta codes:

FOC' FQ0Z, FOO3, FOO4, FOOS5, and all solvent constituents will not be monitored by the treater, and/or this hazardous waste
i ject to any pronibitions identified as California List restrictions (40 CFR 268.32 and/or RCRA Saction 3004(4)},
ti. dch constituent MUST be identified below by chacking the apprupriate beox, and this page must accompany the shipment,

alony with the prevlous page of this form.
constituents must be attached. If DOOL, D002, or DO12-D043 require treatment to 268.46 standards,

azardous constituent(s) must also be attached,

SOLVENT WASTE TRERTMENT STANDARDS

If the waste code P039 describee thie waste, then the corresponding list of

then the underlying

F001 through F0O5 epent sol-
vent constituents and their
associated USEPA hazardous
waste code{s).

1
Treatment Standard

1
Waatewaters | Nonwastewater

FOOL through FOO5 spent sal-
vent constituents and their
associated USEPA hazardous
waste code(s).

1
Treatmant Standard

'l
Wastewaters | Nonwastewaters|

i
All spent solvent treatment standards are measursd through a total waste analysis (TCA), unlese otherwise noted. Wastewater
wnits are myg/l, nowastewater are mg/kyg.

CALIFDRNIA TIST THEATWMENT STANDARDS--4UCFR 268.3Z,40 CFR ¢66.42 and RCRA Section J004(d)
A waste must first be designated as a US EPA Hazardous wasta bafore the waste can be subject to the California Liet
restricticns.

Restricted waste description Frohibition Treatment Standard
Liquid~ or nonliguid westas containing ; Liguid® wastes: Greater than or equal 40 CFR 268.42{(a)(2) - INCIN or FSUBS
Halogenated Organic Compounds listed ind to 1.000 mg/l
40 CFR 268, Appendix III Nonliquid wastes: Greater than or equaﬂ

ta 1.000 mg/kg
Greater than or equal to 50 ppm

40CFR 268.42(a)(1) - INCIN or FSUBS
Also saa 40 CFR 761.50 and .70
RCRA sectlon 3004 (d)

Liguld* wastes containing Poly
Chlorinated Biphenyls (PChs)
Liquid* wastes containing Metais

One or more of the following metals

{or elements) at concentrations greater]
than or equal to the following:
Nickel and/or compounds as Ni: 134mg/l
Thalium and/or compounds as Th: 130mg/1

Note: Hazardous wastes containing
-As, Cd, Cr, Hg, Pb, or Se must ba
ovaluated if not characteristically
hazardous for that wetal

* - For the definition "liquid" refer to Method 9095, the Paint Filter Liquids Test from EPA manual B8W-846
SUBCATEGORY REFERENCE

D0O01:

A. Ignitable characteristic wastes, except for the 40 CFR 261.21(a)(1l} High TOC subcategory, that are managed in non-CwWA/non-CWA
equivalent/non-Class 1 SDWA eystems.

B. Ignitable characteristic wastes, except for the 40 CFR 261,21(a){l) High TOC subcategory, that are managed in CWA/CWA-equival
or Class I SDWA systems.

C. High TOC Ignitable characteristic liguids subcategory based on 40 CFR 261.21(a)(l) - Greater than or equal to 10% total
organic carbon.

L00zZ:

D. Corrosive characteristic wastes that are managed in non-CWA/non-CWA-equivalent/non-Class I SDWA systems.

E. Corrcaive characteristic wastes that are managed in CWA, CWA-equivalent, or Class I SWDA systems.

1950 Chemical Waste Management , Inc, - 12/94 - Form CWM-2005-A

N
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FO39/UNDERLYING HAZARDOUS CONSTITUENT FORM{UTS)

Ganerator Name: CLARK OIL & REFINING CORP

Profile Number: BUS588 - TWI

Manifest Doc. No.:
State Manifest No.:

#2253,

T n1, D002, or DUI2-DO&T requires trsatment to 265,48 standarde, then each underlylng hazardous canstituent present In the

w 4t the point of generation, and at a level above the UTS constituent specific treatmant standard, must be listed, Write the
lev ar (A, Bl, B3, or C which corresponds to the letter on form CWM-2001A) beside each constituent present, to properly

degcribe how the constituent(s) must be managed under 40 CFR 268.7.

M-2004(01/95)

1f you have any que_,stions, please call 1-B00-B43-3604 for Customer Service.

Chemical Waste Management, Ing.

CONSTITUENT BOW MUST WW HwwW | CONSTITUENT HOW MUST wWw NwW

THIS THIS

CORSTITUENT (mg/l) (mg/Kg) CONSTITUENT] (mg/l) {mg/Eg)

BE MANAGEDT BE MANAGED?)|
Acenaphthylene G.0589 3.4 p-Chloroaniline 0.46 16
Acenaphthana 0.08% 3.4 Chlorabenzaene 0.057 6.0
Acetone 0.28 160 Chlorobenzilate 0.1C A .
Acetenitrile 5.6 1.82 2-chlore~1,3-butadiene 0.057 0.28
Acetophancna 0.010 9.7 Chlorodibromomathane 0.057 15
2-Acetylaminofluorenes 0.059 140 Chloroethane 0.27 6.0
Acrolein Q.29 NA bia={2-Chloroethoxy) methane 0.036 7.2
Acrylamide 192 232 bis-(2-Chloroethyl) ether 0.031 .0
Aerylonitrile 0.24 B84 Chloroform 0.046 6.0
Aldrin 0.021 0.066 kis-(2-Chloroisopropyl) ether 0.055 7.2
4-Amincbiphenyl 0.13 NA p-Chloro-m-cresol 0.018 14
Aniline 0.B81 14 2-Chloroethyl Viryl ether 0.062 NAZ
Anthracena 0.059 1.4 Chloromethane (methyl chloride) 0.19 30
Azramite 0.136 NA 2-Chloronaphthalana 0.055 5.6
alpha-BHC 0.00014 10.066 2-Chlorephenol 0.044 5.7
beta~BHC 0.00014 J0.066 3-Chloropropylene 0.0316 30
dalta-BHC 0.023 0.066  lchrysene 0.059 3.4
gamma-BHC (Lindane) 0.0017 0.086 o-Crasol 0.11 5.6
Benzene 0.14 10 Cresol (m- and p- isomers} 0.77 5.6
Benzo (a) anthracene 0.059 3.4 Cyclohexanone 0.36 0.751'2
Benzal chloride 0.0352 6.02 1,2=-Dibromo-3-Chlorcpropane 0.11 15
Benzo {b} rluuranthen; 0.11 6.8 1,2-Dibromoethane (Ethylene dibromide) ¢.028 15
Benzo {k) fluoranthene'; 0.11 6.8 Dibromemethane .11 15
Benzo (g,h,i) perylene 0.0055 1.8 2, 4-Dichlorophenoxyacetic acid (2,4-D) 0.72 10
Benzo (a) pyrene 0.061 3.4 o, p~DDD 0.023 0.087
Bromadichlioromethane 0.35 15 g, p-DED 0.023 - J0.087
Bromoform (Tribromomethane) 0.63 15 o, p~DDE 0.031 0.087
Bromomethane (methyl bromide) Q.11 15 P, p-PDE 0.031 0.087
4-Bromophenyl phenyl ether 0.055 15 o,p-bDT 07. 00339 0.087
n-Butanol (n-butyl aleohol) 5.6 2.6 p,p-DDT 0.0029 0.087
Butyl benzyl phthalate 0.017 2B Dibanzo (a,h) anthracene 0.055 8.2
2-sec-Butyl-4,6-dinitrophencl (Dinoseb) 0.086 2.5 Dibenzo {a,e) pyrene 0.061 NA
Carbon disulfide 3.8 4.81'2 m-Dichlorobenzene 0.036 5.0
Carbon tetrachloride 0.057 6.0 o-Dichlorobenzene 0.088 6.0
Chlordane {alpha & garma) 0.0033 0.26 p-Pichlorobenzene 0.0%0 6.0

PAGE: 1 OF 3
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CONSTITUENT HOW MUST W NwWw CONSTITUENT HOW MUST wW NwW
THIS THIZ
CONSTITUENT} (mg/l) (mg/Eg) CONSTITUENT} {mg/1) {mg/Kg)
1 BE MANRGED? BE MAN D7)
Dichrorodiflucromethane 0.23 7.2 Fluoranthens 0.068 3.4
1,1-Dichlorcethane 0.059 6.0 Fluorene Cc.05%9 3.4
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.21 6.0 Heptachlor 0,0012 0.066
i,1-pichloroethylens Q0.025 6.0 Heptachlor epoxide 0.016 0.066
trana-1l,2-Dichleroethylene 0,054 0 Hexachlorobenzene 0.055 10
2,4-Dichlorophenol 0,044 14 Hexachlorobutadiene 0.055 5.6
2, E-Dichlozopheno'l Q.044 14 Hexachloroeyclopentadiene 0.057 2.4
1,2-Dichloropropane 0.85 18 Hexachlorodibenzo— furans 0.000063 §0.001
cis-1,3-Dichlorepropane 0.036 18 Hexachlorodibenzo-p-dioxine 0.000063 F0.001
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.038 18 Hexachlorovethane 0.055 30
Dieldrin Q.017 0.13 Hexachloropropylene 0.0358 ElL]
Diathyl phthalate 0.20 28 Indeno (1,2,3-c,d) pyrene 0.0055 3.4
p-Cimethylamincazobenzena a. 132 KA Todomathane Q.19 65
2,4-Dimethyl phenol 0.036 14 Isobutancl {Isobutyl Alcohol) 5.6 170
Dimethyl phthalate 0.047 28 Iscdrin 0.021 0.066
Di-n-butyl phthalate 0.057 28 lasceafrole 0.081 2.6
1,4-Dinjtrobenzens 0.32 2.3 Kapone 0.0011 0.13
4,6-Dinitro-g-crescl 0.78 160 Methylacrylonitrile 0.24 B4
2,4-Dinitraphenel 0.12 i60 Methanol 5.6 6.751’2
2, 4-Dinitrotoluene 0.32 140 Methapyrilene 0.081 1.5
2,5-Dinitrotoluene 0.55 28 Methoxychlor 0.25 0.18
Di-n-octyl phthalate - 0.017 28 3-Methylcholanthrene 0.0055 15
Di-n-propylnitroscamine 0.40 14 4, 4-Methylene-bis-{2-chlorocaniline) ¢.50 30
1,4-Dioxane NA 170 Methylene chloride Q0.089 30
Diphenyl amin: 0.92 133 Methyl ethyl ketone _ 0.28 6
l‘}1;1hemylnit:rn:nsoamine4 0.592 133 Methyl isobutyl ketone 0.14 33
1,2-Diphanyl hydrazine 0,087 NA Methyl methacrylats C.14 160
Disulfoton 0.017 6.2 Methyl methanesulfonate 0.018 NA
Endosulfan I 0.023 0.086 Mathyl parathion 0.014 4.6
Endosulfan II 0.029 0.13 Raphthalene A J0.059 5.6
Endosulfan sulfate 0.02¢% 0.13 2-Naphthylamine 0.52 NA
Endrin 0.0028 0.13 o-Nitroaniline 0.272 142
Endrin aldehyde 0.025 0.13 p-Nitroaniline 0.028 28
Ethyl acetate 0,34 33 Nitrobenzene 0.068 14
Ethyl benzane A §0.087 ¢ 5-Nitro-o-toluldine 0.32 26
Ethyl cyanide (Propanenitrile) 0.24 360 o-Nitrophenol Q. (21282 132
Ethyl sther 0.12 160 p-Nitrophanol 0.12 29
his-(2-Ethylhexyl) phthalate 0.28 28 ' | n-Nitrosodiethylamine 0.40 28
Ethyl methacrylate Q.14 160 N-Nitroscdimethylamine 0.40 2. 32
|E*" - "ene oxide 0.12 NA N-Nitroso-di~n-butylamine 0.490 17
|F. _ur 0.017 15 N-Nitrosomethylethylamine 0.40 2.3

CWM-2004(01/95)
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CONSTITUENT HOW MUST ww NWW CONSTITUENT BOW MUST wW NwwW

THIS THIS

CONSTI (mg/1) | (mg/Xg) CONSTITUENT] (mg/l) (mg/Kg)

BE MAN BE MANARED?
N .rogomorpholine 0.4C 2.3 Toxaphanea 0.0095 2.6
H-Nitrcsopiperidine 0.013 35 1,2,4~-Trichlorobenzena 0.055 19
N-Nitrosop rro..a-_id Tz o3 3;, 1,1-TricRlsroethane 0.054 6.0
Parathion 0.014 4.6 1,1,2-Trichlorvethana 0.054 6.0
PCBs (Total) all isomers or Aroclors 0.16 10 Trichlorvethylene 0.054 6.0
Pentachlorobenzene 0.055 10 Trichloromonofluoromsthahe 0.020 0
Pentachlorcethane 0.0552 5.02 2,4,5-Trichlorophenol 0.18 7.4
Pentachlorcdibenzo-furans 0.000035 f0.002 2,4,6-Trichlorophenol 0.035 7.4
Pentachloreodibenzo-p-dioxins 0.000063 § 0.001 1,2,3-Trichloropropane 0.85 30
Pentachloronlitrobenzene 0.055 4.8 1,1,2-Trichlore-1,2,2-triflucrcethane 0.057 30
Pentachlorophenol 0.089 7.4 Tris{2,3-dibromcpropyl) phosphate 0.13i 0. 102
Fhenacetin 0.081 16 vinyl chloride 0.27 6.0
Phenathrene 0.059 5.6 Xylenes (sum of o~, m-, and p- isomers) §A 0.32 30
Phenol 0.039 6.2 Cyanides (Total) 1.2 590
Phorate 0.021 4.6 cyanides. {Amenable) 0.86 302
Phthalic acid 0.085 282 Antimony 1.9 2.11
Phthalic anhydride C.055 232 Arsanic 1.4 5.01
Pronamide 0.093 ~ ]1.5 Barium 1.2 7.61
Pyrens 0.067 8.2 Berylliom 0.82 0.0141,2
Pyridine 0.014 16 Cadmium 0.69 G. 191
Safrole 0.081 22 chromium (Total) 2.77 0.861
Silvex (2,4,5-TP) 0.72 7.9 Fluoride 5 NA
2,4,5-T 0.72 7.9 Lead A 07.59 CI.:i‘J'1
1,2,4,5-Tetrachlorobenzene 0.055 14 Mercury (Not from retorting) £.15 0.0251
Tetrachlorocdibenzo-furans 0.000063 §0.001 Nickel 3.98 5-01
Tetrachlorodibenzo-p-dioxina 0.000063 §0.001 Selenium 0.82 0. 151
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane 0.057 6.0 Silver 0.43 0.30l
1,1,2,2-Tetrachlorocethane 0.057 6.0 Bulfide 14 NA
Tetrachloroethylene 0.056 5.0 Thallium 1.4 0 .D?Bl' ‘
2,3,4,6-Tetrachlarophenal 0.030 7.4 Zinc 2.61 NA
Toluana 0.080 10 ]

These concentrations afe expressed In mg/l and are measured through an analysls of TCLP extract; all others

total waste analysis.
2
FO3% wastas,

3
4

neasured through a

These constituents are only applicable as Underlying Hagardous Constituents. They are not constituents requiring treatment in

Vanadium is not an Underlying Hazardous Constituent requiring treatment in D001, DO0Z, or DO12-D043 wastes.
These compounds are regulated by the sum of their concentration instead of as individual gonstitusnts.

A signature is required, only if the original waate has been treated to remove any hazardous characteristic(s).

"I certify under panalty of law that the wasta has been treated in accordance with the requirements of 40 CFR 268.40 to remcve the
the hazardous characteristic. This decharacterized waste contains underlying hazardous constituents that require further treatment

to meet universsl treatment standards. I am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting a false certification.
including the posaibility of f£ine and imprisonment.™

Signature: M nu:‘,ﬁl.f.s}. Eay. /{{7-]\_ Dats: SR/ 99

CWM-2004{01/95)
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ENVIRONMENTAL
MONITORING AND
(‘ TECHNOLOGIES, INC.

“illlllll 8 100 North Austin Avenue

. Morton Grove, lllinols 60053-3203
B47-967-6666
FAX: B47-967-6735

LABORATORY REPORT 159722
Clark Refining & Marketing, Inc.
13ist & Kedzie Avenue
Blue Island, IL 60406

Report Date: 03/14/97
Sample Received: 03/07/97

Sample Description: Soil Grab - TANK 78
Sample No.: 05077

‘ Date

Analyte Result Completed By Method
Ash content 56.7% 03/11/97 SS 2540E(2)
Water Compatibility NO REACTION SINKS

; 03/12/97 DM DS058-90(21)
Cyanide Screen <5.0 03/11/97 AG D5049-90(21)
Open Cup Flash Point »>180.°F 03/12/97 DM D92-90(21)
Odor of sample NONE 03/12/97 DM D4979-89(21)
Paint Filter PASS 03/12/97 DM 90953(6)
Total Phenolics 33.3 03/12/97 TS 9065(6)
Physical Appearance BLACK SOIL 03/12/97 DM D4979-8%(21)
Radiation Screen at background

03/08/97 IM M3 survey meter( )

Total Solids 72.3% 03/11/97 88 2540B(2)
Reactive Sulfide <10.0 03/10/97 RG 7.3.4(6)
pH (10% Solution) 6.42 03/12/97 DM 9045(6)
Analysis Performed on TCLP Extract
Arsenic <0.200 03/11/97 GF 6010A(6)
Barium <0.50 03/11/97 GF 6010A(6)
Cadmium <0.02 03/11/97 GF 6010A(6)
Chromium <0,10 03/11/97 GF 6010A(6)
Copper <0.10 03/11/97 GF 6010A(6)
Lead 0.21 03/11/97 GF 6010A(6)
Mercury <0.0100 03/11/97 ML 7470A(6)
Nickel <0.10 03/11/97 GF 6010A(6)
Selenium <0. 200 03/11/97 GF 6010A(6)
Silver <0.20 03/11/97 GF 6010A(6)
Zinc <0.50 03/11/97 GF 6010A(6)

All results expreesed as ppm unlessg otherwise indicated

(2) Analysis performed using "Standard Methods for the Exsaination of Wastewater™,i9ih Bdition
(21) Analysis performed using ASTM NMethod

(6) Methods performed according to SW-846 "Tegt Methods for Bvaluating Solid Waste" ‘
The contents of this report apply to the sample analyzed. No duplic n of thif re t allowed
except in its entirety - .
[}
0987-10866
LAB TORY

IRECTOR




ENVIRONMENTAL

MONITORING AND
~ TECHNOLOGIES, INC.
|

Morton Grove, lifinols 60053-3203
BL7-967-66665
FAX: 847-967-6735

LABORATORY REPORT

Clark Refining & Marketing, Inc.
131st & Kedzie Avenue
Blue Island, IL 60406

159722-A

Report Date: 3/17/97
Sample Received: 3/7/97

Sample Description: Soil Grab - TANK 78
Sample No.: 05077

Concentration Method

Found In Detection Regulatory
Compounds Sample Blank Limit (MDL) Limit
1. Benzene <0.25 <0.01 0.01 0.50
2. Carbon Tetrachloride <0.25 <0.01 0.01 0.50
3. Chlorobenzene <50.0 <0.01 0.01 100.00
4. Chloroform : <3.0 <0.01 0.01 6.00
5. o-Cresol <100.0 <0.01 0.01 200.00
6. mCresol <100.0 ‘<0.01 0.01 200.00
7. p-Cresol <100.0 <0.01 0.01 200.00
Total Cresol <100.0 <0.,01 0.01 200.00
8. 1,4-Dichlorobenzene <3.75 <0.01 0.01 7.50
9. 1,2-Dichloroethane <0.25 <0.01 0.01 0.50
10. 1,1-Dichloroethene <0.35 <0.01 0.01 0.700
11. 2,4-Dinitrotoluene <0.07 <0.01 0.01 0.13
12. Hexachlorobenzene <0,07 <0,01 0.01 0.13
13. Hexachloro-1,3 <0.25 <0.01 0.01 0.50
=butadiene

14. Hexachloroethane <1.50 <0.01 0.01 3.00
15. Methyl Ethyl Ketone <100.0 <0.01 0.01 200.00
16. Nitrobenzene <1.00 <0.01 0.01 2.00
17. Pentachlorophenol <50.00 <0.01 0.01 100.00
18, Pyridine <2.50 <0.01 0.01 5.00
19. Tetrachloroethylene <0.35 <0.01 .01 0.70
20. Trichloroethylene <(,25 <0.01 0.01 0.50
21, 2,4,5-Trichloropheno! <200.00 <0.01 0.01 400.00
22. 2,4,6-Trichlorophenocl <1.00 <0.01 0.01 2.00
23, Vinyl Chloride <0.10 <0.01 0.01 0.20

All results expressed as ppm unless otherwise indicated.
Methode performed according to SW-846, “Test sethods for Evaluating Solid Waste™,

Annlygis performed on Extract from TCLP.

The contenis of this report apply only to the zample analyzed. lugiution of this re rt,iu allowed
except in ite entirety. ﬂ ;‘ ? W
Ly,
0997-10867 OVt EA:F
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ENVIRONMENTAL
'MONITORING AND
'a TECHNOLOGIES, INC.

' T A —— I —————,
h 8100 North Austin Avenue

Mortornr Grove, Iilinois 60053-3203

BL7-967-6666

FAX: B47-967-6735

LABORATORY REPORT 159722-B

Clark Refining & Marketing, Inc.
131st & Kedzie Avenue
Blue Island, I1L 60406

Report Date: 3/17/97
Sample Received: 3/7/97

Sample Description: Scil Grab - TANK 78
Sample No.: 05077

Concentration Method Detection Quantitation
Found In Limit (MDL) Limit
Sample  Blank ue/kg (ppb) ue/kg (ppb)

(ppb) (ppb)

PCB 1221 <400 <0.08 400 2000

PCB 1232 <400 <0.08 400 2000

PCB 1016 (1242) <400 <0.08 400 2000

PCBE 1248 <400 <0.08 400 2000

PCB 1254 <400 <0.08 400 4000

PCB 1260 <400 <0.08 400 4000

(Total PCB) <400 <0.08 400 —_—

All reswite cxpreesed ns ppb wnless otherwige indicated.
Mcthods performed according to SW-846, "Test Methods for Bvalwating Solid Waste",

The contents of this report apply only to the sample analyzed. No duplication of this report iz allowed

except in its entirety.
S g 2
0997-10868 ' ZM
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From: Elva Carusiello

Date:

8/24/85 8:51 AM

Pricority: Normal
CC Mail List:#BI-ALL-USERS
Subject: Drum Disposal

—————————————————————— Forwarded w/Changes ---------------+=-—=-———----—-

From: David Beener 8/23/9% 11:58 aM
TQ: Elva Carusielio
Subject: drum Disposal

——————————————————————— Message Contents ----------——-—-——=-r-——-———---=-

To all Blue Island Employees:
Empty Drum Disposal Procedure:

Empty drums must be drained completely. They can be disposed
of in a designated special waste roll-cff for empty
containers.

Prior to disposal the lids need to be removed and the drums
crushed. Since our crusher is not yet operaticonal, just place
the empty drums in the designated roll-off and Waste
Management will crush the drums prier to disposal.

The current roll-off that can be used for empty drums is
# 200124 located at 5 acres (adjacent to 80's tank farm).
Reminder: a vehicle entry (LEL check) is reguired prior to
entry to 5 Acres with a vehicle.

Q\
Please call if you have any questions. Thanks.

0997-10870



Sandblast Sample Analytical Results

Summary

Sandblast materials are typically generated from the sandblasting area outside the
Weld Shop, or from specific sandblasting activities at a particular unit. Three
sandblast samples have been collected at the Clark Blue Island facility. The
samples include a grab sample collected from behind the weld shop, a waste
sample collected during the FCC sandblasting operation, and a waste profile
sample collected from an unidentified source of sandblast material. The FCC
sandblast waste was analyzed for RCRA characteristics and the Toxic
Characteristic Leaching Procedure (TCLP) contaminants, the weld shop grab
sample was analyzed for the TCLP contaminants, and the waste profile sample
collected from an unidentified location was analyzed for RCRA characteristics,
TCLP for copper, nickel and zinc, and polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs).

The sandblast samples analyzed for RCRA characteristics were within acceptable
limits for all components of the RCRA characteristics analyses.The weld shop
sandblast sample and the FCC sandblast sample revealed detectable
concentrations of TCLP barium, while the waste profile sample revealed a
detectable concentration of TCLP zinc. PCBs were not detected in the waste
profile sample.

Characterization Guidelines

Previous sampling documentation does not provide adequate characterization of
hazardous constituents for sandblast generated at the Clark Blue Island facility.
The weld shop is the most significant generator of sandblast grit, with maintenance
activities at individual units responsible for generation of the remaining sandblast
grit. The wastestream generating the waste should be identified in the sample
description in order to identify the wastestream generating the sandblast grit.

Sandblast sample analyses should be selected in accordance with the purpose of
the sampling event. For example, if sandblast grit was generated as a result of
cleaning parts containing lead-based paint, lead should be the target parameter of
concern. If sandblast grit is generated from normal activities at the weld shop,
process knowledge can be used based on previous experience and analytical
results to properly characterize the waste for disposal. Typically, if a sample of
sandblast grit must be collected and analyzed, the target analysis should be TCLP
metals.
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'Sludge Sample Analytical Results

Summary

Sludge is generated from a variety of processes and activities at the Blue Island
Refinery. In many cases, these sludges have been composed of materials which
are classified as listed hazardous wastes; therefore, process knowledge was used to
designate offsite disposal. There have been some isolated instances where
materials classified as sludge have been sampled and analyzed. The samples
include a grab sample collected from Tank 15, a grab sample collected from an
asphalt drum, and two grab samples collected from unidentified barrels. The two
unidentified drum samples were collected for the paint filter analyses, and the
sample collected from the asphalt drum was analyzed for polychlorinated
biphenyls (PCBs) and for the volatile constituents of the RCRA F001 through
FQO05 listed wastes. The sludge sample collected from Tank 15 was analyzed for
RCRA characteristics and the Toxic Characteristic Leaching Procedure (TCLP)
contaminants.

The RCRA characteristics analyses revealed a sludge barrel sample that failed the
paint filter analysis and the Tank 15 sludge sample that had a reactive sulfide
concentration of 28.4 parts per million (ppm). The sludge sample from Tank 15
also revealed a TCLP barium concentration of 0.7 ppm and a TCLP total cresol
concentration of 183 ppm. The Tank 15 sludge sample contained no detectable
volatile constituents of the RCRA F001 through F005 listed waste, and PCBs were
not detected in the asphalt drum sample.

Characterization Guidelines

Generally, sludges generated at the Blue Island Refinery should be characterized
based on their origin. Sludges generated from process wastestreams, the API
separator, or the bundle cleaning area are typically listed hazardous wastes, and
can be characterized using process knowledge. When a sludge is sampled, it
should be analyzed for the hazardous constituents associated with the wastestream
that generated the sludge. Additionally, sludge sample analyses should be selected
in accordance with the purpose of the sampling event. If sludge samples are
collected as part of an investigation, samples should only be analyzed for total
concentrations of the hazardous constituents associated with the generating
wastestream. If sludge samples are collected to characterize the waste for
disposal, samples should be analyzed for the TCLP contaminants, as well as any
additional analyses as required by the facility accepting the waste. Typical target
parameters should include benzene, and TCLP metals.
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Miscellaneous Sample Analytical Results

Summary

Miscellaneous analytical results are sample results which were not readily grouped
into other wastestreams or sampling locations. Miscellaneous sample analytical
results collected at the Blue Island refinery include samples of spent 59-3 chloride,
ISOMAX Stage II, 30C filters, waste boom material, and stormwater samples.
The spent 59-3 chloride grab sample was analyzed for Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA) characteristics, total inorganics, and Toxic Characteristic
Leaching Procedure (TCLP) contaminants. The ISOMAX Stage II sample and
the 30C Filters sample was analyzed for RCRA characteristics and TCLP
contaminants, while the waste boom material sample was analyzed for RCRA
characteristics, TCLP contamninants, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), and the
volatile constituents of the RCRA F001 through F005 listed wastes. A stormwater
sample from Dike 56 was analyzed for total purgeable organics.

The spent 59-3 chloride sample exhibited a closed cup flash point of 94° F, with
all other RCRA characteristics within acceptable limits. The chloride sample also
revealed detectable concentrations of total cadmium, chromium, lead, mercury,
selenium, and TCLP barium. The ISOMAX Stage Il sample revealed a reactive
sulfide concentration of 28.2 pats per million (ppm) and a TCLP benzene
concentration of 3.68 ppm. TCLP cadmium and TCLP chromium were detected
in the 30C filters sample at concentrations of 0.04 and 0.11 ppm, respectively.
The TCLP analyses on the waste boom material sample revealed barium at (.34
ppm and lead at 0.14 ppm, the FOO3 listed waste analysis indicated xylenes at 138
ppm and ethylbenzene at 11.4 ppm, and the F0O5 listed waste analysis contained
toluene at 13.3 ppm. The stormwater sample from dike 56 contained benzene at
a concentration of 34.8 ppm.

Characterization Guidelines

Analyses selected for miscellaneous samples should be dependant on the wastes
being sampled and the purpese of the sampling. Samples collected during
investigations should be analyzed for total constituents, such as inorganics,
purgeable organics, base/neutral extractables, acid extractables, and
polychlorinated biphenyls. Waste characterization samples should be analyzed for
RCRA characteristics and TCLP contaminants.
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CATA 157
Fire-Training-ield SamplesAnalytical Results

Summary

5a-,6., V‘Vr'ug (6.1‘«/41_;-/'5 hes been
conducted, to-evaluate-the-impact-of-

memﬁwﬂmﬂmgm Samples have been analyzed for

TCLP constituents and reactive cyanide. Samples analyzed for reactive cyanide
revealed concentrations ranging from below detection limits to 58.3 parts per
million (ppm). TCLP analyses have revealed detectab}i opceptrations of arsenic,
barium, cadmium, chromium, and lead in thrﬁrrernmg:%ld samples, with
chromium detected at significant levels in many of the samples. The TCLP
analyses also revealed concentrations of benzene ranging from non-detect to 0.98

Characterization Guidelines

Previous sampling documentation reveals that inorganics such as metals and
reactive cyanide, as well as benzene, should be target parameters when analyzmg cetal 7; >
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Five Acres Sample Analytical Results

Summary

Numerous samples have been collected at the 5 Acres site for a variety of reasons.
Samples of surface soil, subsurface soil, waste soil, and groundwater samples, have
been collected from the area. Sampies have been analyzed for physical
characteristics, TCLP constituents, and BTEX. Generally, sampling in this area
has been the result of known, or suspected, releases. Analytical parameters have
been selected based on known, or suspect, contaminants of concern.

Physical characteristics analyses have revealed reactive sulfide concentrations
ranging from non-detect to 40.6 parts per million (ppm). The samples analyzed
for BTEX detected benzene concentrations from non-detect to 1,140 ppm,
ethylbenzene concentrations from non-detect to 40.8 ppm, toluene concentrations
from non-detect to 102 ppm, and xylenes concentrations from non-detect to 106
ppm. The TCLP analyses showed barium concentrations ranging from non-detect
to 2.3 ppm, lead concentrations ranging from non-detect to 0.25 ppm, and
benzene concentrations ranging from non-detect to 55 ppm.

Characterization Guidelines

Previous sampling documentation has been used to characterize surface soils,
subsurface soil, waste soils, and groundwater at the Five Acres site. Samples
collected for further investigation in the Five Acres area should be analyzed for
BTEX. Samples collected for waste characterization should generally be analyzed
for TCLP organic constituents, especially benzene, and TCLP inorganics if they
are suspected.
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Catalyst Sample Analytical Results

Summary

Spent catalysts are generated from a variety of processes at the Blue Island
Refinery. In addition, unused catalysts are occasionally deemed unneeded, and
must therefore be discarded. Numerous catalyst samples have been collected at
the Clark Blue Island Refinery. The samples include a grab FCC catalyst sample,
a catalyst balls grab sample {(unused catalyst), an aluminum tower waste catalyst
sample, and a sample of R-50 platform catalyst. The FCC catalyst sample and the
catalyst balls sample were analyzed for various characteristics including the TCLP.
The aluminum tower waste catalyst sample was analyzed for TCLP and PCBs, and
the volatile constituents of the RCRA F001 through F005 listed wastes. The R-50
platform catalyst sample was analyzed for TCLP constituents.

The catalyst samples analyzed for various physical characteristics (pH, reactivity,
ignitability, etc.) were within acceptable limits for all components. The TCLP
analyses revealed detectable concentrations of arsenic in one sample, barium in
three samples, cadmium in one sample, chromium in one sample, and lead in two
samples. PCBs were not detected in the aluminum tower waste catalyst sample.
Additionally, the aluminum tower waste catalyst sample revealed acetone in the
FO003 listed waste analysis and cresols or cresylic acid in the F004 listed waste
analysis.

Characterization Guidelines

In general, existing analytical results from catalyst samples consistently indicated
the presence of TCLP inorganics. Therefore, at a minimum catalyst samples
should be analyzed for TCLP constituents during waste characterization for
disposal. Additional analyses may be advised for catalysts that come into contact
with hazardous organic constituents during their process life, and all analyses
should be selected on a wastestream dependant basis. Existing documentation,
such as material safety data sheets and product profile materials, should be used
to identify target parameters for proper characterization of catalyst.
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Sandblasting Area Removal and Upgrade
Action Plan

Sandblasting activities outside the east side of the Weld Shop at the Main Refinery have
resuited in the dispersal of sandblast grit onto the ground of the surrounding area.
Although this sandblast gnt is not a hazardous waste, it has occasionally drifted offsite
creating a visual problem in the area. This plan provides a summary of the procedures
which should be followed to remove released sandblast grit, and mitigate the potential for
future releases of this material.

Removal Action

Released sandblast grit in the area should be removed by scraping the upper few inches
of soil in the vicinity of the sandblasting area. This can be done with a front-end loader,
or by hand with shovels. The material should be placed in a suitable container (e.g., roll-
off box) and transported offsite for disposal. A sample of spent sandblast grit has been
analyzed recently to determine if it exhibits any hazardous waste characteristics. The
analytical results from this sample indicated that no TCLP metal constituents above the
regulatory limits are present in the material; therefore, the material can be disposed of as
a solid waste (special waste).

Sandblast Unit Upgrade

Currently, the sandblast unit consists of a small metal shed covering the sandblast
equipment, The shed has walls on the east and west sides, and a roof The backside of
the shed (north side) is open, allowing sandblast grit to drift from the unit through the
chainlink fence on the north side of the Main Refinery property line.

Minimal upgrades to the sandblast unit would significantly decrease the potential for
sandblast grit release. The north side of the sandblast shed should be enclosed with
corrugated metal siding or plywood. Sandblast grit which accumulates on the floor of the
shed should be removed and placed in a container on a regular basis, preferably after
each sandblasting event. Any sandblast grit which is released from the unit should be
cleaned up immediately. A dedicated container (e.g,, a drum) should be placed near the
unit to accumulate sandblast grit. The container should be labeled with the words
"sandblast grit", and removed for offsite disposal when it is filled. The Clark Blue Island
Environmental Department should be notified when the container is completely filled.
The Environmental Department will arrange for offsite disposal. Typically, the material
can be disposed of as a special waste. Proper personal protective eqmpmcnt should be
worn during sandblasting activities.

0997-10904



Clark Blue Island Environmental Guidance Brief
Sludge Management

Introduction

Appropriate management of sludge generated at the Clark Blue Island refinery is
essential for compliance with hazardous waste regulations under the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA). There are four types of sludge generated at the refinery which
are listed as RCRA hazardous wastes. These sludges, and their regulatory definitions are as
follows:

. Primary Oil/Water/Solids Separation Sludge (F037) - Any sludge generated
from the gravitational separation of oil/water/solids during the storage of
treatment of process wastewaters and oily cooling wastewaters from petroleum
refineries. Such sludges include, but are not limited to, those generated in
oil/water/solids separators, tanks and impoundments, ditches and other
conveyances, sumps, and stormwater units receiving dry weather flow.

. Secondary Qil/Water/Solids Separation Sludge (FO38) - Any sludge and/or float
generated from the physical and/or chemical separation of oil/water/solids in
process wastewaters and oily cooling wastewaters from petroleum refineries.
Such wastes include, but are not limited to, all sludges and floats generated in
induced air floatation units, tanks and impoundments, and all sludges generated
in DAF units.

. Heat Exchanger Bundle Cleaning Sludge (K050) - Sludges and solids generated
from bundle cleaning activities,

. API Separator Sludge (K051) - Sludge generated from the API Separator at the
oily water treatment system. _

In general, Clark Blue Island employees will not have extensive contact with these wastes.
Generation of these sludges usually occurs during cleanout activities at sumps, catch basins,
or the API Separator. The purpose of this guidance brief is to familiarize Clark Blue Island
employees with appropriate sludge management protocol. The Clark Blue Island
Environmental Department should be contacted prior to the commencement of any sludge
handling activity.

Sludge Management at Cleanout Basins

Periodic cleanout of sumps and drains at the refinery is necessary to prevent clogging
of the sewer system with sludge. These cleanout episodes result in the generation of solids
which will typically be classified as hazardous waste sludges. Primary and bundle cleaning
sludges are the most common examples at the main refinery. In general, it is Clark policy to
have these cleanout activities be conducted by contractors; however, management and disposal
of hazardous waste is still Clark's responsibility. The foHowing guidelines should be followed
before, during, and after sludge cleanout events:

. The Clark Blue Island Environmental Department should be contacted prior to

planning a cleanout.
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. Contractor's performing the cleanout must have all appropriate training (OSHA)
and certifications.

. Sludges should be accurmnulated in a suitable container immediately upon
generation (as soon as it is removed from a basin or sump).

* Sludges removed from the cleanout should never be placed directly on the
ground, or anywhere that a release to the environment could occur.

. Appropriate personal protective equipment (PPE) should be worn at all times.

. Containers holding sludge should be closed when not in use.

. All accumulation containers should be labelled according to Clark protocol.

. After containers are filled, they should placed in a central location for
safekeeping and inspection.

. Sludges should not be transported off the main refinery, or on any public road,
unless they are manifested to a permitted treatment, storage, or disposal facility
(TSDF). '

. All sludge must be transported offsite by a licensed transporter to a permitted

TSDF within 90 days of the time of generation.
Most of the labelling, inspecting, and recordkeeping requirements listed above will be
conducted by the Environmental Department.

Sludge Management at the Oily Water Treatment System

As with the cleanout basins, sludge remaval from the oily water treatment system will
be conducted by contractors. The most common sludge generated during these cleaning
episodes will be API Separator sludge. In addition, float from the DAF unit at the treatment
system is also a hazardous waste which may be generated periodically. All procedures listed
for management of sludge from cleanout basins also apply to sludge from the API Separator,
This sludge is typically run through a centrifuge for further separation prior to accumulation
of the sludge. The actual point of generation occurs at the time the sludge is removed from
the API Separator; therefore, there should be no interim storage of sludge prior to the
centrifuge step. Accumulation of sludge begins as soon as the material is removed from the
centrifuge and placed in suitable containers. The oil removed from the centrifuge is recycled
at the refinery.

0997-10906



Proposed Action Plan
for
Management of Used Qil
at
Clark Blue Island Refinery

Purpose :
The purpose of this proposed plan is to provide an alternative to the current

method of used oil management at the Clark Blue Island Refinery. Used oil is generated
as a result of maintenance activities at various units throughout the Refinery. Currently,
used oil generated during these maintenance activities is. collected at the unit, and then
stored in drums and tanks at the Maintenance Department. This practice creates space
limitations at the Maintenance Department, and transport of used oil across the Refinery
as well as storage and management limitations has resulted in safety and environmental
concerns. This plan presents an alternative method of managing used oil at the Refinery
which would minimize safety and environmental concerns... =

Scope

At the time of generation, used oil would be accumulated in a designated area—
within the unit or area it is generated. The designated area would be selected by
maintenance personnel and unit operators, with assistance from safety and
environmental. Maintenance personnel working in the unit would be responsible for
accumulation and management of the used oil while in the unit. Used oil would be
accumulated in 55-gallon drums at the designated accumulation area. These
accumulation drums would be equipped with a polyethylene drum funnel and a drum
tray. Examples of each of these devices are shown on Attachment A. The purpose of
these devices is to prevent spills during pouring and provide secondary containment for
the accumulation container. ‘

When not being filled or emptied, the accumulation containers shall remain
closed. Maintenance personnel will be responsible for ensuring that the containers are
kept closed when not in use, and that the containers are properly labeled. When
accumulation containers are filled, maintenance personnel will notify the Environmental
Department. The Environmental Department will be responsible for arranging offsite
disposal of the used oil.

0997-10507
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Contaminated Soil Sample Analytical Results

Summary

Numerous contaminated soil samples have been collected from the Clark Blue
Island facility. Generally, contaminated soil samples are collected as a result of a
spill or release onto the ground at various locations throughout the refinery.
Analytical results of contaminated soil samples from the refinery have been
analyzed TCLP constituents, benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene and xylenes (BTEX),
PCBs, and total volatile constituents.

The RCRA characteristics analyses revealed reactive sulfide concentrations
ranging from non-detect to 922 parts per million (ppm), with all other RCRA
characteristics within acceptable limits. One soil sample analyzed for total
inorganics revealed detectable concentrations of arsenic, copper, mercury, and
zinc. Many samples analyzed for BTEX contained detectable concentrations of
benzene and ethylbenzene in one sample and toluene and xylenes in two samples.
The TCLP inorganic analyses revealed detectable concentrations of barium in
numerous samples, as well as cadmium, lead, and zinc in other samples. Benzene
was detected in one TCLP organic analysis. No detectable concentrations were
observed in the PCBs or the RCRA F001 through F005 listed waste analyses.

Characterization Guidelines

Selection of appropriate analyses for contaminated soils generated by specific
wastestreams should be dependant on the constituents of the wastestream;
however, existing sample documentation does provide adequate characterization of
contaminated soil generated from non-specific wastestreams. During sampling
investigations of contaminated soil resulting from a non-specific wastestream (such
as in spills), contaminated soils should be analyzed for total inorganics, total
volatile organics, and potentially PCBs. Samples should be analyzed for TCLP
contaminants and potentially PCBs during waste characterization sampling of
contaminated soils generated from non-specific wastestreams.

At minimum, samples of contaminated soil generated from specific wastestreams
should be analyzed for the same hazardous constituents recommended for
contaminated soils generated from non-specific wastestreams. Additional analyses
should be performed if the recommended analyses do not adequately characterize
the wastestream from a specific wastestream.

0997-10909
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Calumet Sag Channel Sample Analytical Results

Summary

Samples may be collected from a variety of sources, and for a variety of reasons at
the Cal Sag Channel. Materials which may be sampled include Channel water,
sediment, or dredged material. Existing sampling documentation reveals that two
samples were collected from the Calumet Sag Channel. A Channel dock pipe
chase sample was analyzed for purgeable organics, while a Channel water intake
sample was analyzed for various hazardous characteristics and TCLP constituents.

The Channel dock pipe chase sample revealed detectable concentrations of
benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, xylenes, and cumenes. The Channel water intake
sample contained reactive sulfides at a concentration of 114 parts per million, with
all other RCRA characteristics within acceptable limits. The Channel water
intake sample also revealed detectable concentrations of TCLP barium.

Characterization Guidelines

Previous sampling documentation does not provide adequate characterization of
the Calumet Sag Channel media. Analyses selected for Calumet Sag Channel
samples should be dependant on the contaminants of concern in a particular
media and the purpose of the sampling. The event which created the need for
sampling event (e.g., release) should be used as a basis for sampling protocol.
Samples collected during investigations in the channel should be analyzed for total
inorganics, purgeable organics, base/neutral extractables, acid extractables, and
potentially polychlorinated biphenyls. Waste characterization samples should be
analyzed for RCRA characteristics and TCLP contaminants.
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Canal Barrel Room Sample Analytical Results

Summary

Previous sampling events at the Canal Barrel Room have been conducted to
document analytical results from samples collected from drums stored in the
room. Past samples have been analyzed for polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs).
Nine of the ten drums sampled revealed non-detectable concentrations of PCBs;
however, the tenth drum revealed PCB concentrations in excess of 10,000 parts
per million.

Characterization Guidelines

Samples collected from drums stored in the Canal Barrel Room will vary based on
what materials are suspected to be present. Existing data from this area is for
testing of drums suspected of containing oil with PCBs. Waste characterization
goals for materials tested in the Room should be based on suspected contents.
Generally, the TCLP should be used to characterize unidentified wastes.

0997-10926
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MAYER, BROWN & PLATT

190 SOUTH LA SALLE STREET
CHICAGOQC, ILLINOIS s0603-3441

RUSSELL R. EGGERT

MAIN TELEPHONE

DIRECT DIAL (312) 701-7350 ) 3E-782- 0600
DIRECT FAX (312) 708-2311 MAIN FAX
reggert@mayerbrown.com 312-701-771

August 25, 1997

Allen T. Wojtas

United States Environmental Protection Agency

Region 5

Enforcement and Compliance Assurance Branch (DRE-8J}
77 West Jackson Boulevard

Chicago, IL 60604

Re:  RCRA Section 3007 Information Request
Clark Refining and Marketing, Inc.
EPA 1D No. ILD 005 109 822

Dear Mr. Wojtas:

Enclosed please find Clark Réﬁning & Marketing, Inc.’s first response to the above
information request.

Very truly yours,

Russell R. Eggert

6220790.1 82597 1018C 95228409

CHICAGO BERLIN BRUSSELS HOUSTON LONDCON LOS ANGELES NEW YORK WASHINGTOM
INDEPENDENT MEXICO CITY CCRRESPONDENT: JAUREGUI, NAVARRETE, NADER Y RCJAS
INDEPENDENT PARIS CORRESPONDENT: LAMBERT ARMENIADES



MAYER, BROWN & PLATT

Allen T. Wojtas
US EPA
August 25, 1997
Page 2

bee:  Richard Keffer (w/encl.)
Bill Irwin (w/encl.)
John C. Berghoff, Jr. (wo/encl.)
Tom Kuslik (wo/encl.)

6220790.1 82597 1G18C 95228409



CLARK REFINING & MARKETING, INC.’S FIRST SET OF OBJECTIONS
AND RESPONSES TO RCRA SECTION 3007 INFORMATION
REQUEST OF JULY 30, 1997

Clark Refining and Marketing, Inc. (*“Clark™), pursuant to the schedule and priorities
established by Associate Regional Counsel Rodger Field on August 11, 1997, objects and
responds to the information request under Section 3007 of the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act received on July 30, 1997 as follows:

General Objections

1. Clark objects to the information requests to the extent that they seek material
beyond the scope of EPA’s authority under RCRA.

2. Clark objects to the information requests on the ground that they are repetitive,
duplicative, and unreasonably burdensome.

3. Clark objects to the information requests to the extent that they seek information
protected by the attorney-client privilege or the attorney work product doctrine.

Responses

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Clark states:
Request
2) Clark has indicated that the spent caustic placed in Tanks 28 and 29 are not hazardous

waste because the material is shipped to International Paper, Merichem, and GATX

Terminal as a product.

a) Provide any documentation relating to shipments of spent caustic from Tanks 28

and 29 as a product since January, 1993, including, but not limited to contracts,

bills of sale, invoices, shipping documents, and other similar documents.

b) Provide any MSDSs or other documentation corresponding to shipments of spent
caustic since January 1993,

6220211.1 82597 1009C 95228409



d)

f)

Response

Provide any available sampling and analytical information corresponding to the
spent caustic.

Residues were observed beneath the valves and inside the dikes of Tanks 28 and
29 at the refinery. What are the residues? Is the residue removed periodically? If
50, how is the material managed? If the material is disposed, provide any
sampling, analytical, and shipping documentation.

Based on analytical results from samples collected to determine compliance with
the Clean Air Act requirement, the spent caustic contains benzene. Does the
spent caustic have to be processed to remove benzene and oil prior to its use as an
ingredient in another industrial process? If so, who processes the spent caustic,
and what is the disposition of the materials removed from the spent caustic?

Provide any documentation related to your answer to this question.

2. a)b)c)f) -- see attached.

d)

Clark objects to this question as vague, imprecise and impossible to answer as
posed. Subject to and without waiving this objection or the general objections,
and assuming the reference to be to the materials sampled by EPA’s contractor,
analytical results are attached as Attachment 2(d).

Clark objects to this question as vague and because it misstates the facts. Subject
to and without waiving these objections or the general objections, the spent
caustic does not have to be processed to remove benzene and oil prior to its use as
an ingredient in another industrial process. Two types of caustic are shipped,
sulfidic caustic and cresylate caustic. On information and belief, based upon
information from Mericham, for the suifidic caustic, if the sulfide content is less

than 5% it is used, without treatment, to neutralize cresylate acid at the Merichem

6220211.1 82597 1009C 95228409



facility in Houston. If sulfide content is 5% or greater, it is used as a raw
material, without treatment, in the pulp digester of a paper mill.

Cresylate caustic is shipped to Merichem for cresylic acid extraction. On
information and belief, Merichem pH adjusts the product with CO,, freeing the
cresylic acid and forming sodium carbonate. The cresylic acid is sold as a
product by Merichem. The sodium carbonate is shipped as a product to paper
mills. To Clark’s knowledge there is no processing, at any stage, to remove
benzene or oil in the spent caustics or derivatives.

Answering further, and assuming that the reference in the first sentence is
to samples collected and analyzed in September, 1995, Clark does not believe that
those data show that the caustic contained benzene because the environmental
medium of the sample analyzed by the laboratory was different from that sampled
at the refinery, and the reported data are therefore not valid or reliable.

Request

3) Clark representatives told the NEIC inspectors that material from clean out of the
59 sump is combined with other materials, such as materials from the overflow
pit, and shipped off site for disposal using a manifest. The waste codes assigned
to the shipment typically include D018, K049, K050, K051, F037, and F038.

a) When the 59 sump is cleaned out, and before the material is combined
with other materials, how is the waste from the sump managed?

b) Is the material from the sump a listed waste, and does the material exhibit
hazardous waste characteristics?

c) Provide any sampling and analytical information related to the material
from the sump.

d) Provide all documentation related to your answer to these questions.

6220211.1 82597 1009C 95228409



Response

3. Clark objects to this question on the ground that it misstates the facts. Subject to

and without waiving this objection or the general objections, Clark states as

follows:

a)

b)

d)

Request

Liquids from 59 sump are pumped to tanks 63 and 65 for processing
through the crude unit. Solids are vacuumed out, centrifuged, placed into
an appropriate container and delivered to a licensed hauler for off-site
disposal at a permitted facility.

The liguids from 59 sump are not a waste. Solids are listed hazardous
wastes. Clark has not (and is not required to) analyzed the solids to
determine if they aiso exhibit hazardous waste characteristics.

None.

See attachment 3(d).

9 According to Clark’s June 27, 1997 response to the May 29, 1997 Clean Air Act
information request, Clark has received wastewater shipments from off-site
facilities on the following dates: May 24, 1995, October 5, 1995, March 7, 1996,
March 11, 1996, and April 3, 1997.

a)

b)

6220211.1 82597 1009C 95228402

Who discovered the water in the tanks(s) owned or operated by Martin
0il, and on what date? Indicate the location, designation (number or
name), and capacity of each affected tank. Were any samples collected of
the contents of the tank(s)? If so, who collected the samples(s), how many
were collected, what were the results of the analysis?

Who at Martin had conversations with Clark employees regarding the
water in the tanks and the transportation of the water/gasoline? Are there
any conversation records? Who contacted the vacuum truck and/or other
transportation company or companies?



c) Provide a description of the transportation route, and copies of any
manifests, bills of lading, weigh tickets, or other documentation associated
with the vacuum truck shipments or other transportation of Water/ gasoline
from the Martin Oil facility to Clark.

d) After the scheduled vacuum truck shipments of water/gasoline were
canceled on or about April 3, 1997, what was done with the water/gasoline
remaining in the tank(s)? Provide any documentation of the management
of the material.

e) Provide all documentation related to your answers to these questions.
Response
9) Clark objects to this question because it misstates the facts and mischaracterizes

the materials in question. Subject to and without waiving this objection, Clark

states:

a) Unknown; unknown; unknown,

b) Mike McConnell; none identified at this time; Clark made the contacts.

C) See documents produced in Clark’s June 27, 1997 response to the May 29,
1997 request, control numbers 0697-00089 to 0697-00093, ,
which are hereby incorporated by reference.

d) Clark is informed by Martin and believes that the material is in a tank or
tanks at the Martin facility.

€) See above.

11)  Provide the following notarized certification by a responsible company officer:

I certify under penalty of law that I have personally examined and am familiar

with the information submitted in responding to this information request for the

6220211.1 82597 10609C 95228409



production of docurnents. Based on my review of all relevant documents and inquiry of
those individuals irunediately respensible for providing all relevant information and
documents, I believe that the information submitted is true, accurate, and complete. ] am
aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the

possibility of fine and imprisonment,

M
Bill bwin ™ “
Interimn Environmental Manager

62202111 82597 L10IC 958408
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ENVIRONMENTAL
MONITORING AND
TECHNOLOGIES, INC.

8100 North Austin Avenue
Morton Grove, Hiinois 60053-3203
8L 7-967/-6666

FAX: B47-967-6735

LABORATORY REPORT
Clark Refining & Marketing, Inc.
131st & Kedzie Avenue
Blue Island, IL 60406

168296

Report Date: 8/14/97
Sample Received: 7/29/97

Sample Description: T-29-Bl
Sample No.: 18113

Concentration Reporting Quantitation
Compound Found In Limit Limit
Purgeables Sample Blank ug/L.  (ppb) ug/L (ppb)
(ppb) (ppb)
1. Chloromethane <1.0 <1.0 1.0 10
2. Bromomethane <0.7 <0.7 0.7 10
3. Vinyl chloride <0.5 <0.5 0.5 s
4. Chloroethane <0.7 <0.7 0.7 1¢
5. bichloromethane <0.8 <0.8 0.8 5
6. Acrolein <15.0 <15.0 15.0 50
7. Acrylonitrile <5.0 <5.0 5.0 50
8. Trichloroflucromethane <0.5 <0.5 0.5 5
9. 1,1-Dichloroethene <0.5 <0.5 0.5 5
10. 1,1-Dichloroethane <0.5 <0.5 0.5 5
11. trans-1,2-Dichloroethene <0.5 <0.5 0.3 5
12. Chloroform <0.5 <0.5 0.5 5
13. 1,2-Dichloroethane <1.6 <1.6 1.6 5
14, 1,1,1-Trichloroethane <0.5 <0.5 0.5 5
15. Carbon tetrachloride <0.6 <0.6 0.6 5
16. Bromodichloromethane <0.6 <0.6 0.6 5
17. 1,2-Dichloropropane <0.5 <0.5 0.5 5
18. cis-1,3-Dichloropropene <0.5 <0.5 0.5 5
19. Trichloroethene <0.5 <0.5 0.3 5
20. Benzene <0.5 <0.5 0.5 5
21. Dibromochloromethane <0.5 <0.5 0.5 5
22. Trans-1,3-Dichloropropene <0.9 <0.9 0.9 5
C?xtdth, 59. 12394L4,¢,/
089703439
LABQRATORY DIRECTOR
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ENVIRONMENTAL
MONITORING AND
TECHNOLOGIES, INC.

& 100 North Austin Avenue

Morton Grove, Hlinolis 60053-3203
E47-967-6666

FAX: 8B47-267-6735

LABORATORY REPORT 168296
Clark Refining & Marketing, Inc.
131st & Kedzie Avenue
Blue Island, IL 60406

Report Date: 8/14/97
Sample Received: 7/29/97

Sample Description: T-29-Bl1
Sample No.: 18113

Concentration Reporting Quantitation
Compound Found In Limit Limit
Purgeables Sample Blank uz/L. (ppb) ug/L {ppb)
{ppb) (ppb)

23. 1,1,2-Trichloroethane <0.5 <0.5 0.5 5
24. 2-Chloroethyl vinyl ether <2.0 <2.0 2.0 5
25. Bromoform <4.0 <4.0 4.0 5
26. Tetrachloroethene <0.5 <0.5 0.5 5
27. 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane <3.9 <3.9 3.9 ]
28. Toluene <0.5 <0.5 0.5 5
29, Chlorobenzene <0.5 <0.5 0.5 3
30. Ethylbenzene <0.5 <0.5 0.5 5
0897-03440

All results expressed as ppb unless otherwise indicated.
Analyses performed using EPA approved Method No. 624 in accordance with 40 CFR 136,

The contents of this report apply to the sample analyzed. No duplication of this report is allowed
except its entirety.

DALY
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03102400056/Cook County
Clark Oil & Reflning
TLDOOS5109822

NARRATIVE

On April 13, 1¢94, I conducted an inspection at the above
referenced facility in response to a citizen's complaint that a
red "tank truck” had emptied 1its contents on the ground con or
near Clark 0il property in Blue Island. :

Upon arrival at the site, I met and interviewed the complainant,
who lead me to the area where the alleged dumping had occurred.
During the inspection, T observed several areas which contained a
black tarry material, and an area approximately 6ft by 15ft which
contained a black charcoal like material. I then went to the
Clark 0il Refinery where 1 met Mr. Ron Snook, the Environmental
Manger for Clark Oil. Mr Snook then accompanied me back to the
area where the alleged dumping occurred. Mr. Snock stated that
this was an area that Clerk uses for the accumulation of wastes
such as material form the repair of roads on Clark 0il property
and the waste non-hazardous catalyst. from the cleanimg of some of
its process tanks. This catalytic material consists of zand,
clay, sulfur and oil. Mr. Snook stated that a red vacuum truck
sucks this material from the process tanks and brings the
material to this area and .empties it on the ground. When enough

- of it is accumulated to make an economical shipment, a front end

loader scoops up the material and places it in a roll off box for
transport to the disposal facility. We then went back to Mr.
Snook's office where he gave. me copies of manifests for the waste
catalyst. It is shipped off-site as special waste for disposal at
CID landfill. The last manifested shipment was dated 12/02/93.

APPARENT VIOLATIONS

"LINE 1 Causing or allowing litter Zl(p)(l).of the Act.

LINE 11 Causing or allowing the development and/or
' operation of a solid waste management site without
an Agency Permit 807.201 and 807.202 of the
Regulation
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LINE 12

LINE 13

cok County
Refining

Causing or allowing the open dumping of any waste
21{a) of the Act. ‘ :

Conducting a waste—-disposal, waste—-treatment, or
waste-storage operation without an agency permit.
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031024000%7/Cook County
Clark 0il & Refinery
June 6, 1994

NARRATIVE

On June 6, 1994, a2 follow-up inspection was conducted at the
above referenced facility to determine if the violations cited
during the April 13, 1994 inspection had been resolved and to
find out Clark's reason for refusing to accept the PECL dated May
20, 1994. :

Upon arrival at the facility, I met and interviewed Mr. Robert
Lianes, of Clark's environmental staff. During the interview Mr.
Llanes stated that the clean wup of the catalyst had been
accomplished by scraping up the first few inches of soil and
placing it in a roll off box until the soil analysis results were
done. When the results came back the soil was taken to CID
landfill for disposal. Llanes stated that PECL was inadvertly
refused due to a mix-up. The front gate guards who are
responsible for accepting the mail thought that the certified
letter bad postage due on it and so they rafused to accept it.
The front gate personnel have now been given strict instructions
not to refuse any mail that comes.

During the inspection, I observed that all of the material that
had been dumped was removed. Llanes provided copies of the
manifest and waste analysis (see attachments).

APPARENT VIOLATIONS

At the time of inspection, no apparent violations were observed
and the facility may be returned to compliance.

RECEIVED
JU!i1111994
IEPA-DLPC




DRE-8J

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Clark Refining and Marketing, Inc.
131st and Kedzie Avenue
Rlue Island, Illinois 60406

Re: Section 3007 Information Request
Clark Refining and
Marketing, Inc.
Blue Island, Illinois
EPA ID No.: ILD 005 109 822

Dear Sir or Madam:

This is a request for information by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) pursuant to its
authority under Section 3007 of the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA), as amended, 42 U.S.C. §6927. The
information regquested relates to your company's management of
solid and/or hazardous waste, including, but not limited to water
draws (gasoline contaminated with water) received from Martin 0Oil
Service in Blue Island, Illinois.

The information requested herein must be provided to this office
within twenty-one (21) calendar days of receipt of this letter
notwithstanding its possible characterization as confidential
information. You may, pursuant to 40 CFR 2.203(a), assert a
business confidentiality claim covering all or part of the
information in the manner described in 40 CFR 2.203(b).
Information covered by such a claim will be disclosed by U.S. EPA
only to the extent and by means of the procedures set forth in 40
CFR Part 2, Subpart B. Any requests for confidentiality must be
made when the information is submitted, since any information not
5o identified may be made availablie to the public without further
notice.

The written statements submitted ?ursuant to this request must be
notarized and submitted under an authorized signature certifying
that all statements contained therein are true and accurate to



_2_

the best of the signatory's knowledge and belief. Any documents
submitted to U.S. EPA Region 5 pursuant to this information
request should be certified as true and authentic to the best of
the signatory's knowledge or belief.

Should the signatory find, at any time after the submittal of the
requested information, that any portion of the submitted
information is false, misleading, or incomplete, the signatory
should so notify Region 5. If any answer certified as true
should be found to be untrue or misleading, the signatory can and
may be prosecuted pursuant to 18 U.S.C. §1001. U.S. EPA has the
authority to use the information requested herein in an
administrative, civil, or criminal action.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact
Allen T. Wojtas, Enforcement and Compliance Assurance Branch, at
(312) 886-6194. Your response should be sent to U.S. EPA, Region
5, Enforcement and Compliance Assurance Branch {(DRE-8J), 77 West
Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, Illincis 60604, Attention: Allen T.
Wojtas.

Sincerely yours,

Lorna M. Jereza, Chief

Illinois/Indiana Section

Enforcement and Compliance Assurance Branch
Enclosure

cc: William Child, IEPA

bece: Branch File
Section File

DRE-8J/AW:be/7-25-97/6-619%4/filename:a:clark.307



bcec: Branch File
Section File
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGICN V

CLARK MARKETING AND
REFINING, INC.

1318T & KEDZIE AVENUE

BLUE ISLAND, ILLINOIS 60406

Information Request Pursuant

to Section 3007 of the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act,
as amended, 42 U.S.C. §6927.

L .

This is a request by the United States Environmental Protection
Lgency (U.S. EPA) issued pursuant to Section 3007 of the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act, as amended, 42 U.S.C. §6927. The
issuance of this request serves to require Clark Refining and
Marketing, Inc. to submit information relating to its management
of solid and/or hazardous wastes including, but not limited to
water draws (gasoline contaminated with water) received from

Martin ©il Service, located in Blue Island, Illinois.

On January 30, 1986, the State of Illinois was granted final
authorization by the Administrator of U.S. EPA, pursuant to
Sections 3006 of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. §6226, to administer a hazardous
waste program in lieu of the Federal program. See 51 Federal
Register 3778 (1986). As a result, facilities in Illinois
qualifying for interim status under 40 CFR 270.70 and facilities
applying for a RCRA permit are regulated under the Illinois
provisions found at 35 Illinois Administrative Code (IAC) 720 et
seq. rather than the Federal requlations set forth at 40 CFR 260

et seq.



I. INSTRUCTIONS

This request for information pertains to specific information you
may have regarding the management of solid and/or hazardous waste
at your facility located at 131st and Kedzie Avenue, Blue Island,

Iliinois 60406.

If any information called for herein is not available or
accessible in the full detail requested, the request shall be
deemed to call for the best information available. The request
also requires the production of all information called for in as
detailed a manner as possible based upon such information as is

available or accessible.

The information must be provided notwithstanding its possible
characterization as confidential information or trade secrets.
You are entitled to assert a claim of confidentiality pursuant to
40 CFR 2.203(b} for any information produced that, if disclosed
to persons other than officers, employees, or duly authorized
fepresentatives of the United States, would divulge information
entitled to protection as trade secrets. Any information which
the Administrator of this Agency determines to constitute
methods, processes or other business information entitled to
protection as trade secrets will be maintained as confidential
pursuant to the procedures set forth in 40 CFR Part 2. A reguest
for confidential treatment must be made when information is
provided since any information not so identified will not be

accorded ti.is protection by the Agency.
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The written statements submitted pursuant to this request must be
notarized and returned under an authorized signature certifying
that all statements contained therein are true and accurate to
the best of the signatory's knowledge and belief. Should the
signatory find at any time after submittal of the requested
information that any portion of this submittal certified as true
ig false or misleading, the signatory should so notify U.S. EPA.
If any information submitted under this information request is
found to be untrue or misleading, the signatory can be prosecuted
under Section 101 of Title 18 of the United States Code. U.S.
EPA has the authority to use the information requested herein in

an administrative, civil, or criminal action.

The information requested herein must be provided, within twenty-
one (21) calendar days following receipt of this request, to the
United States Environmental Protection Agency, Region 5,
Attention: Allen T. Wojtas, Enforcement and Compliance Assurance
Branch (DRE-8J), 77 West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, Iillinois

60604,

ITI. DEFINITIONS

i. "Facility™ means all contiguous land and structures,
other appurtenances and improvements on the land used for
treating, storing, or disposing of hazardous waste. A facility

may consist of several treatment, storage, or disposal
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operational units (e.g. one or more landfills, surface

impoundments or combinations of them) (35 IAC 720.110).

2. "Sonlid waste" means a solid waste as defined in 35 Ill.

Adm. Code 721.102 (35 IAC 720.110).

3. "Hazardous waste"™ means a hazardous waste as defined in

35 I11. Adm. Code 721.103 (35 IAC 720.110).

4, "Generator" means any person, by site, whose act or
process produces hazardous waste identified or listed in 35 Ill.
Adm. Code 721 or whose act first causes a hazardous waste to

become subject to regulation (35 IAC 720.110).

5. "Transporter" means a person engaged in the offsite
transportation of hazardous waste by air, rail, highway, or

water. (35 IAC 721.110).

6. "Treatment" means any method, technique or process,
including neutralization, designed to change the physical,
chemical, or biological character or composition of any hazardous
waste so as to neutralize such waste, or so as to recover energy
or material rescurces from the waste or so as to render such
waste nonhazardous or lesé hazardous; safer to transport, store
or dispose of; or amenable for storage or reduced in volume (35

IAC 720.110).
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7. "Storage" means the holding of hazardous waste for a
temporary period, at the end of which the hazardous waste is

treated disposed of or stored elsewhere. {35 IAC 720.110).

8. "Disposal"™ means the discharge, deposit, injection,
dumping, spilling, leaking or placing of any solid or hazardous
waste into or on any land or water so that such solid waste or
hazardous waste or any constituent thereof may enter the
environment or be emitted into the air or discharged into any

waters, including groundwater (35 IAC 720.110).

9. "Manifest” means the shipping document originated and
signed by the generator which contains them information contained
by 35 Ill. Adm. Code 722 Subpart B (35 IAC 720.110).

IJII. REQUEST FOR ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS AND THE PRODUCTION OF
DOCUMENTS

1) According to an operator’s logbook and discussions with
Clark personnel during the NEIC inspection, the contents of
Clark’'s desalter were empftied into the Tank 29 dike on at
least one occasion. Set forth each occasion on which the
contents of the desalter were emptied into the Tank 29 dike
and the amount.

a) What is the construction of the area inside of the
dike?

b) Is the area inside of the dike lined?

c) Was the dike lined when Clark emptied the desalter into
the dike?

d) Were any notifications made to regulatory agencies
regarding the placement of the desalter contents into
the dike?

e) Would the desalter contents be expected to exhibit any

hazardous waste characteristics?
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) When the desalter was emptied in the tank 29 dike, was
a hazardous waste determination made?

g) Were any sanmples collected or analyses run? If so,
provide documentation of any hazardous waste
determinations, sampling, and analysis performed before
placing the material in the dike.

h) Was the material ultimately remcocved from the diked
area? Provide any available documentation describing
waste determinations and management of the material.

1) Provide all documentation related to your answer to
théese questions.

Clark has indicated that the spent caustic placed in Tanks
28 and 29 are not hazardous waste because the material is
shipped to International Paper, Merichem, and GATX Terminal
as a product.

a) Provide any documentation relating to shipments of
spent caustic from Tanks 28 and 22 as a product since
January 1993, including, but not limited to contracts,
bills of sale, invoices, shipping documents, and other
similar documents.

b) Provide any MSDSs or other documentation corresponding
to shipments of spent caustic since January 1983,

c) Provide any available sampling and analytical
information corresponding to the spent caustic.

d) Residues were observed beneath the valves and inside
the dikes of Tanks 28 and 29 at the refinery. What are
the residues? Is the residue removed periodically? If
so, how is the material managed? If the material is
disposed, provide any sampling, analytical, and
shipping documentation.

e) Based on analytical results from samples collected to
determine compliance with the Clean Air Act
requirement, the spent caustic contains benzene. Does
the spent caustic have to be processed to remove
benzene and oil prior to its use as an ingredient in
another industrial process? If so, who processes the
spent caustic, and what is the disposition of the
materials removed from the spent caustic?

f) Provide all documentaticn related to your answer to
this guestion.

Clark representatives told the NEIC inspectors that material
from cleanout of the 59 sump is combined with other
materials, such as materials from the overflow pit, and
shipped off site for dispeosal using a manifest. The waste
codes assigned to the shipment typically include D018, K049,
K050, K051, ¥037, and F038.
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a) When the 59 sump is cleaned out, and before the
material is combined with other materials, how is the
waste from the sump managed?

b) Is the material from the sump a listed waste, and does
the material exhibit hazardous waste characteristics?

c) Provide any sampling and analytical information related
to the material from the sump.

ad) Provide all documentation related to your answer to
these guestions.

Black material was observed by NEIC around 59 sump, and on
the ground inside the dike around Tanks 51 and 59,
especially on the southern portion of the diked area (north
of the warehouse, but inside of the tank dike).

a) What are the sources of the contamination inside the
dike of Tanks 51 and 59, and around the 59 sump?

b) Has material been excavated from these areas in the
past? List the date of each occasion the material has
been excavated, the results of any hazardous waste
determination made on the materials, including any
analytical information, and the disposition of the
material.

c) Provide all documentation related te your answer to
these questions.

Sheens have been observed by NEIC inspectors on water
beneath the inlet pipe to tank dike 55 from Outfall 1B, and
black stains were cbserved around the inside of the dike.

a) Have samples been collected of the liguid in the dike?
If so, provide copies of any analytical information
available.

b) Has Clark removed sludge, solids or any material {s)

from the dike of Tank 557 Was a waste determinaticon
made on the material(s)? What was the disposition of
the material(s}?

c) Provide all documentation related toc your answer to
these questions.

Provide a written explanation of how the material inside of
the red rolloff box, observed by NEIC during the March 1997
site visits, was generated. Include the history of the
contents of Tank 78. The rolloff was located north of the
overflow pit inside of the dike of Tank 52, When the
rolloff was first observed by NEIC it was not marked. A
hazardous waste label was added by Clark, with the waste
number DO08. “Tank 78" was also marked on the label, and a
date of “2/3/97.7 Elva Carusiello indicated that the final
hazardous waste determination had not been done on the
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material, and that the information on the label was based on
discussions with refinery personnel. What was the final
determination of the regulatory status of the material, and
what was the final disposition of the waste? Provide all
documentation related to your answer to this question.

A September 18, 1995 revision of the RCRA contingency plan
was provided to NEIC during the week of March 3, 19897.
During the week of March 17, 1997, Clark provided a March
20, 1997 transmittal letter, indicating that a contingency
plan was distributed to local emergency services.

a) Which version of the contingency plan wag transmitted
with the letter?

b) Clark personnel indicated that the revised contingency
plan may have been distributed during meetings prior to
March 20, 1997. 1If so, which version of the plan was
distributed, and what meetings was Clark referring to?

c) When was the last date, prior to March 20, 1997, that a
contingency plan was provided to local emergency
services, including the on-site emergency services?

d) Provide all documentation related to your answers to
these questions.

During the NEIC inspection on March 18, 1997, Bill Irwin
indicated he had attended training provided by U.3. EPA
Region 5, and that Clark had not made further efforts to
comply with the RCRA air emissions (Subpart CC)
requirements, and no documentation was available regarding
efforts to comply.

a) Provide the location and the date of the training
session attended by Bill Irwin.

b) Provide any other information regarding Clark’s efforts
to determine which wastes are subject to the RCRA air
emissions requirements (Subparts BB and CC), and dates
the determinations were made.

According to Clark’s June 27, 1997 response to the May 29,
1997 Clean Air Act information request, Clark has received
wastewater shipments from off-site facilities on the
following dates: May 24, 1995, October 5, 1995, March 7,
1986, March 11, 1996, and April 3, 1997.

a) Who discovered the water in the tank({s) owned or
operated by Martin 0il, and on what date? Indicate the
location, designation (number or name), and capacity of
each affected tank. Were any samples collected of the
contents of the tank(s)? If so, who collected the
sample{s) how many were collected, what were the
results of the analysis?
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Who at Martin had conversations with Clark employees
regarding the water in the tanks and the transportation
of the water/gascline? Are there any conversation
records? Who contacted the vacuum truck and/or other
transportation company or companies?

Provide a description of the transportation route, and
coples of any manifests, bills of lading, weigh
tickets, or other documentation asscciated with the
vacuum truck shipments or other transportation of
water/gasoline from the Martin 0il facility to Clark.

After the scheduled vacuum truck shipments of
water/gasoline were canceled on or about April 3, 1897,
what was done with the water/gasoline remaining in the
tank(s)? Provide any documentation of the management of
the material.

Provide all documentation related to your answers to
these questions.

With respect to all wastes generated by Clark at its Blue
Island, Illincis facility, other than office waste, provide
the following information:

a)
b)

c)

d)

a description of the waste stream;

the testing or monitoring of the waste stream, if any,
conducted by Clark or on behalf of Clark by one of its
contractors;

the waste determinaticns made by Clark with respect to
such waste stream; and

how each waste stream is managed.

Provide copies of all documentation related to your answer
to this question, including, for the period cf January 1,
1993 to the present, copies of all analyses and sampling
results for such waste.



10

11) Provide the following notarized certification by a
responsible company officer:

I certify under penalty of law that I have personally
examined and am familiar with the information submitted in
responding to this information request for the production of
documents. Based on my review of all relevant documents and
inquiry of those individuals immediately responsible for
providing all relevant information and documents, I believe that
the information submitted is true, accurate, and complete. I am
aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false
information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment.

Issued this day of g L1997,

Lorna M. Jereza, Chief

Illinois/Indiana Section

Enforcement and Compliance Assurance Branch
Waste, Pesticides, and Toxics Division
United States Environmental Protection Agency

Region V



State of Itinois

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Mary A. Gade, Director 2200 Churchill Road, Springfield, IL 62794-9276
217/785-8604 '

Julv 19,1996

Clark Oil & Refining Corperation
Atn: Elva Carusiello

13100 South Kedzie Avenue
Blue island. Hinois 6000

Re: 0310240005 -- Cook County
Clark Qil & Relining Corporation
[LDO05109822
Compliance File

Dear Ms. Carusiello:

On June 26. 1996. your facility was inspected by James Haennicke of the lilinois Environmental
Protection Agency. The purpose of this foliow-up inspection was to determine vour facility’s
compliance status with respect to the apparent violations cited in the August 9. 1995 Compliance
inquiry Letter. During the inspection, it was determined that you have returned to compliance
for the apparent violation of Section 21(a) of the [Illinois] Environmental Protection Act.

Flease note, although you have returned to compliance for this apparent violation. the Agency
reserves the right to pursue further enforcement.

For vour information a copy of the inspection report s enclosed. Should vou have any questions
reparding the inspectior . please contact James Haennicke at 708/338-7900.

Sincerely.

ting Managér

David C. Jansern
Field Operations Section
Burcau of Land

DCIIH:dv7183. wpl

Enclosure

bec: ? :
Maywood Reglon
James Haennlcke
Peanne Yirgin

Bripted o Rocyrled Pensr




CLARK

REFINING & MARKETING, INC.

131st and Kedzic Avenue

Blue lstand, l.lllnni.\; 60400
May 30, 1996
wr. Glifford Gould _
Flegional Manager ' ' Folf o
Division of Land Pollution : f! [ (e AN
ltincis Environmental Protection Agency - i /! e
1701 First Avenug _ : TR )
Maywood, ILL 80133 * I
Referto:  -0310240005 - Cook County NG L T f
7 Glark Refining & Marketing, Inic. ' ' e

{formally known as Clark Oil & Refining, Coms.)
i.Do05108822
K COMPLIANGE FILE

Dear Mr. Qould: —

-H-*

Clark is in receipt of you letter dated May 24, 1996, received by Clark on May 28, 1896, Your letler stated the
results from the May 22, 1896, Pre-Enforcement Conference. Specifically the action Clark agreed to perform in
order to achieve compliance with the alleged violation.

Clark anticipates perlorming the remediation action around tank 51 by June 24, 1996 {weather permitting}.
When the remediation is scheduled Clark will notify Mr. Haennicke.

Clark would like to thank you and Mr. Haennicke for taking the time to meet with Clark in order 10 resolve this
issue. If you have any questions please, contact me. ‘

Sincerely yours,

CLARK REFINING & MARKETING, INC.

Environmental Manager
Blue Island Refinery -

cc:  Planning and Reporting Section
Division of l.and Pollution Gontrol #24
Hlinois Environmental Protection Agency
2200 Churchill Road, PO Box 19276
Springfield, [l 62794-9276
File

KAEHVIRONVEPAUNSPECTVC GO53086.00C




State of Illinois

FNVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

. Mary A. Gadef Director ) 2200 Churchi]l Rqad, Spring,ﬁeld, IL 62794'9276

217/785-8604

CERTIFIED MAIL

520,37 LY SYE
April 18, 1996

Clark Oil & Refining Corp.
Attn: Ronald Snook
13100 S. Kedzie

_Blue Island, Tllinois 60406

Re: PRE-ENFORCEMENT CONFERENCE LETTER
0310240005 — Cook County | |
Clark Oil & Refining Cerp.
1LD005109822 '

Compliance File -

Dear Mr. Snogk:

The Agency has previously informed Clark Oil & Refining Corporation of apparent violations of
the [Illinois] Environmental Protection Act and/or rules and regulations adopted thereunder.
These apparent violations are set forth in Attachment A of this letter.

As a result of these apparent violations, it is our intent to refer this matter to the Agency's legal
staff for the preparation of a formal enforcement case. The Agency's legal staff will, in tum, refer
ihis matter to the Office of Attorney General or to the United States Environmental Protéction
Agency for the filing of a formal complaint. ' , '

Prior to taking such action, however, you are requested to attend a Pre-Enforcement Conference -
to be held at the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency's Maywood Regional Office, 1701
South 1st Avenue, Suite 600, Maywood, Illinois. The purpose of this Conference will be:

1. To discuss the validity of the apparent violations noted by Agency staff, and
2 To arrive at a program to eliminate existing and/of future violations.

You should, therefore, bring such personnel and records to the éonfcrence as will enable a
complete discussion of the above items. We have scheduled the Conference for Wednesday, May

15, 1996 at 9:3G a.m. If this arrangement is inconvenient, you may arrange for an alternative date
and time. :

In addition, please be advised that this letter constitutes the notice required by Section 31(d) of
the [1llinois] Environmental Protection Act prior to the filing of a formal complaint. The cited
Section of the [Illinois] Environmental Protection Act requires the Agency to inform you of the
charges which are to be alleged and offer you the opporturity to meet with appropriate officials

within thirty days of this notice date in an effort to resolve such conflict which could lead to the

filing of formal action. ’ SCREE ED

Printed on Recycled Paper b

B ————
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Attachment A

1. Pursuant to Section 21(a) of the [Illincis] Environmental Protection Act{ 415 ILCS 5/21(a)),
no person shall cause or allow the open dumping of any waste. You are in apparent
violation of Section 21{z) of the [Tlinois] Environmental Protection Act (415 ILCS 5/21(a)),
for the following resson: Tank 51 and its associated piping is continually causing
contamination to the surrounding area. :

GDS:JHIDV.rmi\962654 WPD



State of llinois

) S RONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Mary A. Gade, Director

708/338-7900
May 24, 1996

CERTIFIED MAIL
47 152 753 308

Clark 0il and Refining Corporation
Attn: Ronald Snook

13100 South Kedzie \
Blue Island, IL 60406 RECEIVED

PRE- ENFORCEMENT CONFERENCE FOLLOW-UP LETTER MAY 2 9 1936

Refer to: 0310240005 -- Cook County ) ' IEPA - %
clark 0il & Refining Corporation - A-DLPC
ILDO05109822

COMPLIANCE FILE
Dear Mr. Snook:

On May 22, 1996, a Pre-Enforcement Conference (PEC) was held at the
Maywood Regicnal office. This conference was held pursuant to the
apparent violation(s) previously identified by the Agency in the Pre-
Enforcement Conference Letter dated April 18, 1996. The purpose of
this conference was 1) to discuss the wvalidity of the apparent

violation(s) noted by Agency staff, and 2) to arrive at a program to
eliminate existing and/or future violation(s)-.

At the PEC, Clark 0il and Refining Corporation agreed to take the
following steps toward achieving compliance with the identified
violation(s): ‘

Section 21(a) of the Act - By June 24, 1996 Clark ©il and
Refining Corporation ~will begin the
remediation of contamination around
Tank 51.  James Haennicke, from the
TEPA’'s Maywood Office, will  be
contacted at this time tO verify the
cleanup of this area. '

vour written response and one copy of all documents submitted in
response to this Jetter should be sent to:

planning and Reporting Section

Division of Land Pollution Control #24

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency S —
2200 Churchill Road, P.O. Box 19276 '
Springfield,-Illinois 62794-9276

Printed on Recveled Paper

1701 First Avenue, Mayweod, IL 50
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Clark 0il and Refining Corporation
May 24, 1996
Page Z :

The TEPA reserves the right to file an enforcement action based on the
alleged violations of the Act and/cr Regulations that were the subject
of the notice forwarded to vou and/or your facility, regardless of
your current or future compliance with the Act and/cr Regulations.

Should you have any guestions concerning this letter or need further
asgistance, contact James Haennicke at 708/338—7900.

Sincerely,

(il

Clifford Gould
Regional Manager
Divisicn of Land Pollution Control

CG:JH:dfa:Clark

cc: Division File
Maywood Region




State of Illinois

'ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Mary A. Gade, Director _ 2200 Churchill Road, Springfield, IL 62794-9276
217/785-8604 ' = "

April 1. 1996

Clark Oil & Refining Corporation
Attn: Elva Carusiello

13100 South Kedzie Avenue
Blue Island, Illinois 60406

Re: 0310240005 -- Cook County
Clark Oil & Refining Corporation
ILD005109822 :
Compliance File

Dear Ms. Cax"usiello:r

_ — The Agency is in receipt of your Augﬁst 24, 1995 and January 3, 1996 responses t0 the August 9, -
i 1995 Compliance Inquiry Letter. Based upon a review of your responses, the Agency has
determined that you have returned to compliance for the apparent violation of Section 722.111.

Please note, although you have returned to compliance for this apparent violation,.the Agency
reserves the right to pursue further enforcement. : :

If you have any questions, please contact James Haennicke at 708/338-7900.

::_ T Sincerely,

R

Glenn D. Savage, Manager

Field Operations Section 7
Division of Land Pollution Control
Bureau of Land

_ GDS:JH:dv22

— * @WD&éiﬂgiOﬂt ' ; SCREE, ]
' James Haemnicke = r__""”‘”———-VE—D ’ B
Deanne Virgin ‘ : : ‘
APR - 41995
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Blue Island, Illhinois 604006

January 3, 1996 :
| Ewmmwmfjf EELVED

, TECTIDN 2
’ : CTion AGENCY
James Haennicke AN 03 i
Iliinois Environmental Protection Agency Bur ' 996
N A EAU OF L4y

Bureau of Land S DPOMUHON

1701 South First Avenue mmOFfwm Coﬂmo[

Maywood, Illinois 60153 _

Re:  Clark Refining & Marketing, Inc.
L Blue Island Refinery

Follow-Up to Compliance Inspection 6/95

o :

Dear Mr. Haennicke:
As a result of your inspection of the Clark Refining & Marketing, Inc. Blue Island Refinery in June,
. 1995 a Compliance Inquiry Letter was sent regarding the condition of the north side of the Tank 51
P Dike and under the cone tank adjacent to the API separator. These two areas exhibited signs of soil
— contaminated with petroleum product. As a result, the areus were sampled to classify the waste soils
- that would be generated when the areas are cleaned and material is disposed.
o~ The analytical data shows that the materials in these areas are not hazardous. These soils wil* be
" disposed of as a special waste in a permitted Illinois facility. The analytical data is attached
- " The north end of the Tank 51 Dike area was to be cleaned in October 1995, however due to a

communication error the south side of the dike was cleaned. Attached is a copy of the Manifest for
soils removed from the south side of the Tank 51 Dike. During the last week in December 1995 the
soils at the south side of Tank 51 Dike were excavated and placed in a roll-off and are still on site
awaiting disposal. The Dike remains excavated without backfill should you wish to inspect it.

The area under the cone tank was partially cleaned in December 1995 by Clark’s maintenance
personnel. Clark has determined the source of contamination. To adequately address the
contamination issue a complete process review will be required and piping changes may be required.
To best utilize Clark’s resources , the process review and modifications will be made prior to
completing the clean-up under the cone tank. It is estimated that the process review and process
modification design will be complete by February 2; 1996. Once the process review and design are
complete, a follow-up letter with a detailed schedule will be forwarded to you. '

SCREENED

pop - 8 l@oﬂj
DJH
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If you have any questions, or necd further information, please call me at 708-385-5000 X257,

Sincerely yours,

CLARK REFIN NG & MARKETING, .
S : '

Elva Carusiello
Assistant Environmental Manager

Attachments

cc: Ronald Snook
Robert Marondale

KAENY TR ONYANIME PANLETO1 96200
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Certified Mail
Z (20 215 782

August 24, 1995

Deanne Virgin

Compliance Unit

[llinois Environmental Protection Agency
Bureau of Land #24

Post Office Box 19276

Springfield, Ilinois 62794-9276

Re: Clark Refining & Marketing, Inc.
Blue Island Refinery
ILD005105822

Compliance Inquiry Letter Dated 8/9/95

Dear Ms. Virgin,

@

Cg/JZ‘/U ‘1&‘5“()00
lark G

o Refpprg Coy-

6’)11%21:4-{'6"'[ E‘J&)MARKE TING, INC.

131s1 and Kedzsie Avenue

Blue Island, 1ilinois 60400

RECEIVED
AUG =8 1995
IEPA/DLPC

This is in response to the Compliance Inquiry Letter dated August 9 1995, and received by Clark
Rcfmmg and Marketing, Inc. on August 11, 1995.

Clark has mxnatcd waste determinations of the contaminated soil located adjacent to Tank 51 and
under the sludge tank. Samples were sent out for analysis on August 14, 1995. The Chain of
Custody Record is attached The results are expected within two weeks of sampling.

A more detailed response will be submitted upon receipt of the analytical data.

If you have any questions, or need further information, please call me at 708-385-5000 X257.

Sincerely yours,

CLARK REFINING & MARKETING, INC.

%@%

Elva Carusiello
Assistant Environmental Manager

Attachment
c: Ron Snook
Brad Burmaster

EC/ec/k:/environNandiepa\cil0895.doc




s State of Illinois

) ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

_i;ade, Director 2200 Churchill Road, Springfield, IL 62794-9276

S 217/782-6761

CERTIFIED MAIL
24329 14ES

hugust 9, 1995

Clark Oil & Refining Cerporation
Attn: Elva Carusiello

13100 South Kedzie Avenue
Blue Island, Illinois 60406

Re: COMPLIANCE INQUIRY LETTER
0310240005 -- Cook County -
Clark Oil & Refining Corporation
ILD005109822
Compliance File

Dear Ms. Carusielle:

The purpose of this letter is to address the status of the above-referenced facility in relation to the
requirements of the [Hlinois] Environmental Protection Act and 35 Ill. Adm. Code, Subtitle G and
to irquire as to your position with respect to the apparent violations identified in Attachments A
and B and your plans to correct these apparent violations. The Agency's findings of apparent
non-compliance listed in Attachments A and B are based on an inspection completed on June 23,
1995. For your convenience a copy of the inspection report is enclosed with this letter.

These resolution dates are not to exceed 60 days from the date of the above referenced inspection -
and/or record review. The written response, and two copies of all documents submitted in reply to
(his letter, should be sent to the following:

Deanne Virgin

Compliance Unit

[llinois Environmental Protection Agency
Bureau of Land #24

Post Office Box 19276

Springfield, Illinois 62794-9276

“urther. take notice that non-compliance with the requirements of the [Illinois} Environmental
rotection Act and rules and regulations adopted thereunder may be the subject of enforcement
“ction pursuant to either the [Illinois] Environmental Protection Act, 415 ILCS 5/1 et seq. or the
deral Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), 42 11S.C. Sec. 6901 et seq.

[ e e
| {

Printed on Recycled Paper




Attachment A

1. Pursuant to 35 Il Adm, Code 722.111, a person who generates a solid waste as defined in
Section 721.102, must determine if that waste is a hazardous waste using the following
method:

a.  He should first determine if the waste is excluded from regulation under Section
721.104.

b.  He must then determine if the waste is listed as a hazardous waste in Subpart D of Part
721.

Note: Ewven if a waste is listed, the generator still has an opportunity under Section 720.122
and 40 CFR Section 260.22 to demonstrate that the waste from his particular facility or
operation 1s not 2 hazardous waste.

c.  Ifthe waste is not listed as a hazardous waste in Subpart D of Part 721, he must
determine whether the waste is identified in Subpart C of Part 721 by either:

1. Testing the waste according to the methods set forth in Subpart C of Part 721, or -
according to an equivalent method approved by the Board under Section 720.121;
or

2

Applying knowledge of the hazard characteristic of the waste in light of thc
materials or the processes used. : :

You are in apparent violation of Section 722.111 for the following reason(s): Waste
determinations must be made on the contaminated soil located adjacent to tank 51 and under
the sludge tank..

DV:ct,951464




Attachment B

i. Pursuantio Section 21(a) of the [Iliinois] Environmental Protection Act, 415 ILCS 5/1 et
seq., no person shall cause or allow the open dumping of any waste. You are in apparent
violation of Section 21(2) of the [Iilinois] Environmental Protection Act, 415 ILCS 5/1 et
seq., for the following reason(s): Soil contamination adjacent to tank 51 and under the
siudge tank. - '

DV:ct, 951451
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June 21, 1995

I received a call from a Mr. Frank Krueger of 2501 James Street in
Blue Island, Illinoigs, telephone no. 708-3£9-6004. He has a
citizen complaint concerning Industrial toxic waste being dumped
into Residential Sewers. He claims to have reported his complaints
about this same situation over the past 17 years to the Streets and
Sanitation Dept. of Blue Island and their Fire Dept. Apparently
they have flushed cut the sewers and takzn gas readings with do not

show much but, Mr. Krueger says the stinch comes and goes. He .

indicated he had talked to the Water Reclamation Disgtrict and the
Illinois EPA. He said he telked to Allan Anderson of IEPA pon 6-20
at ~708-338-7900 (Maywood Office) and a Sherry Sopgcak\Phifl#n at

312-821-2071 of the Water Reclamation District. e claimed Mr..

Anderson told him that IEPA did not have jurisdiction and that the
Water Reclamation District did. He has also talked to someone by
the name of Rosemary Cazau in the Illinois Attorney Generals
Office, either in Markham or Chlcago

" He claimg he has cancer, along with several others in the area,and

they contribute it to the gas additive (Cumen ?) that BTL company,
which is on Clark oil Reflﬂéry pronerty, has beén produ01ng over
the last y ar or 50,

I adesed him that somesone Ifrom the Enforcement Branch would be

corresponding with the IEPA, et.al,  and he would be receiving -

copies of the COrrespondence;
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%, UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

No. 98 C 5618

VS.

CLARK REFINING AND MARKETING, INC,, Judge Marovich

\—J‘_Iw‘-"‘-—“—/‘—"—“—‘

Defendant.

CLARK REFINING & MARKETING, INC.’S ANSWER TO COMPLAINT

Defendant, CLARK REFINING & MARKETING, INC. ("Clark"), by and vth_rough its
undersigned counsel, hereby answers the Complaint of the United States of America as
follows:

NATURE OF ACTION

Paragraph No. 1 Allepes:

This is a civil action brought against Clark Refining & Marketing, Inc. ("Clark"} to obtain
injunctive relief and assessment of civil penalties for certain violations of the following -
federal statutes and the applicable federal, state, and local regulations and other provisions
implementing those statutes: the Clean Air Act ("CAA"), 42 U.S.C. § 7401 et seq.; the Clean
Water Act ("CWA"), 33 U.S.C. § 1311 et seq.; the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
("RCRA"), 42 US.C. § 6901 et seq.; the Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation and Liability Act ("CERCLA"), 42 U.S.C. § 9601 et seq.; and the Emergency
Planning and Community Right-To-Know Act ("EPCRA"), 42 U.S.C. § 11001 et seq. The

violations alleged in the Complaint occurred and are occurring at Clark’s petroleum refinery
in Blue Island, Illinois. '

Answer to Paragraph Ne. |

Clark admits that the United States’ complaint in this action purports to seek relief

under the cited statutes, and Clark refers to the statutes for the terms thereof.



JURISDICTION AND VENUE

Paragraph No. 2 Alleges:

This Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this action pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

§§ 1331, 1345 and 1355; Section 113(b) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413(b); Sections 309(b)
and 311(b)(7) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. §§ 1319(b) and 1321(b)(7); Section 3008(a) of RCRA,
42 U.S.C. § 6928(a); Sections 109(c) and 113(b) of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. §§ 9609(c) and
9613(b); and Section 325(b)(3) of EPCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 11045(b)(3).

Answer to Paragraph No. 2:

Admitted.

Paragraph No. 3 Alleges:

Venue is proper in this District pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1391 and 1395; Section 113(b) of
the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413(b); Sections 309(b) and 311(b)(7)(E) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C.

§§ 1319(b) and 1321(b)(7)(E); Section 3008(a) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6928(a); Sections
109(c) and 113(b) of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. §§ 9609(c) and 9613(b); and Section 325(b)(3) of
EPCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 11045(b)(3), because the violations alleged herein occurred and are
occurring at Clark’s Blue Island facility, which is located in this district.

Answer to Parag:aph No. 3:

Clark-admits that venue is proper in this district because Clark’s Blue Island refinery,
which is the subject of the action, is located within the District. Clark denies any remaining
allegations of this paragraph.

NOTICE TO STATE

Paragraph No. 4 Alleges:

Notice of the commencement of this action has been given to the State of Illinois pursuant to
Section 113(b) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413(b); Section 309(b) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C.
§ 1319(b); and Section 3008(a)(2) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6928(a)(2). '

Answer to Paragraph No. 4:

Clark lacks sufficient information to admit or deny the allegation of this paragraph.

DEFENDANT




Paragraph No. 5 Allepes:

Clark is incorporated under the laws of the State of Delaware and is registered to conduct
business in the State of Illinois. Clark has owned and operated a petroleum refinery located
at 131st Street and Kedzie Avenue, Blue Island, Cook County, lllinois (the "Blue Island
Refinery" or the "Facility") at all times relevant to this complaint. Clark manufactures,

among other things, gasoline, liquid petroleum gas, heating fuel, jet fuel, diesel fuel, and
asphalt at the Blue Island Reﬁnery

Answer to Paragraph No. 5:

Clark admits the allegations of the first and third sentences of this paragraph. Clark
admits that it has owned and operated the Blue Island Refinery since 1988, but Clark lacks

sufficient information to admit or deny allegations regarding the time period that the United
States believes is “relevant” to its complaint.

Paragraph No. 6 Alleges:

Clark Refining & Marketing, Inc., is a "person" as defined in Section 302(e} of the CAA, 42
U.S.C. § 7602(e); Section 502(%} of the CWA, 33 US.C. § 1362(5); Section 1004(15) of
RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6903(15); Section 101(21) of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. § 9601(21);

Section 329(7) of EPCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 11049(7); and applicable federal, state, and local
regulations promulgated pursuant 1o the foregoing, including Article II of the Metropolitan
Water Reclamation District of Greater Chicago’s Sewage and Waste Control Ordinance, as
amended.

Answer to Paragraph No. 6:

Clark admits that it is a “person” as defined in the cited statutes and ordinance, but

Clark lacks sufficient information to admit or deny the allegation regarding unspecified
federal, state, and local regulations.

Paragraph No. 7 Alleges:

The Blue Island Refinery is a "petroleum refinery” within the meaning of 40 C.F.R.
§8 60.101(a) and 61.341 and 35 lllinois Admin. Code § 211.4630.



Answer to Paragraph No. 7:

Admitted.

STATUTOGRY AND REGULATORY BACKGROUND
AND GENERAL ALLEGATIONS

Clean Air Act -
National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants

Paragraph No. 8 Alleges:
Section 112 of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7412, requires U.S. EPA to promulgate emission
standards for certain categories of sources of hazardous air pollutants ("National Emission

Standards for Hazardous Air Poliutants” or "NESHAPs").

Answer to Paragraph No. 8:

Clark refers to the cited statute for its terms and denies any inaccurate or incomplete

characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 9 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 112(d) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7412(d), U.S. EPA promulgated Nationa}
Emission Standards for Benzene Waste Operations ("Benzene Waste Operations NESHAP").
Those regulations are set forth at 40 C.F.R. Part 61, Subpart FF. Pursuant to 40 C.F.R.

§ 61.340(a), the provisions of 40 C.F.R. Part 61, Subpart FF apply, inter alia, to petroleurn
refineries.

Answer to Parapraph No. 9:

Admirtted.

Paragraph No. 10 Alleges:

Clark’s Blue Island Refinery is subject to the Benzene Waste Operations NESHAP, 40 C.F.R.
Part 61, Subpart FF.

Answer to Parapraph No. 10:

Clark admits that the Biue Island Refinery is subject to the provisions of the cited

regulations, some but not all of which apply to the Refinery’s operations.



Paragraph No. 11 Alleges:

40 C.F.R. § 61.342(b) requires each owner or operator of a facility subject to 40 C.F.R.
Part 61, Subpart FF, and at which the total annual benzene quantity from facility waste is

equal to or greater than 10 Mg/yr, to manage and treat the facility waste pursuant to the
requirements of 40 C.F.R. §§ 61.342(c)-(e).

Answer to Paragraph No. 11:

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or

incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 12 Alleges:

The total annual benzene quantity in the Blue Island Refinery’s waste is and/or has been equal
_ to or greater than 10 Mg/yr.

Answer to Paragraph No. 12:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 13 Alleges:

Benzene is a cyclic hydrocarbon compound that is a volaiile, flammable liquid at room
temperature. Benzene has been determined to be a human carcinogen based on studies that

link occupational exposure to benzene with leukemia. No threshold level has been established
for risks to human health from exposure to benzene. '

Answer to Paragraph No. 13:

Clark admits the allegations of the first sentence. Clark lacks sufficient information to
admit or deny the remaining allegations of this paragraph.

Paragraph No. 14 Alleges:

40 C.F.R. §§ 61.342(a) and 61.355(a) require each owner or operator of a facility subject to
40 C.F.R. Part 61, Subpart FF, to determine the total annual benzene quantity from facility
waste by summing the annual benzene quantity of specified waste streams. These provisions
also require such owners and operators to determine the annual benzene quantity for specified
waste streams, including waste streams with a flow-weighted annual average water content
greater than 10 percent water and waste streams that are mixed with water, or other wastes, at
any time and the mixture has an annual average water content greater than 10 percent.



Answer to Paragraph No. 14:

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Paracraph No. 15 Alleges:

40 C.F.R. § 61.357(a) requires each owner or operator of a facility subject to 40 C.F.R.

Part 61, Subpart FF to submit a report that includes, inter alia, the total annual benzene
quantity from facility waste determined in accordance with 40 C.F.R. § 61.355(a) and a table
identifying each waste stream having a flow weighted annual average water content greater
than 10 percent and whether the waste stream will be controlled for benzene emissions.

Answer to Paragraph No. 15:

Clafk refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 16 Alleges:

40 C.F.R. § 61.356(b)(1) requires each owner or operator of a facility subject to 40 C.F.R.
Part 61. Subpart FF to maintain records for each waste stream not controlled for benzene
emissions in accordance with Subpart FF including, inter alia, all test results, measurements,
calculations, and specified other documentation regarding.each waste stream and each waste
stream’s benzene content.

Answer to Paragraph No. 16:

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 17 Alleges:

40 C.F.R. § 61.357(c) and (d)(2) requires each owner or operator of a facility subject to
40 C.F.R. Part 61, Subpart FF that has a total annual benzene quantity from facility waste
equal to or greater than 1 Mg/yr to submit an annual report that, inter alia, updates the
information required in 40 C.F.R. § 61.357(a)(1)-(3).



Answer to Parapgraph No. 17:

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or

incomplete characterization thereof.

Parapgraph No. 18 Alleges:

40 C.F.R. § 61.357(d)(1) requires each owner or operator of a facility subject to 40 CF.R.
Part 61, Subpart FF at which the total annual benzene quantity from facility waste is equal io
or greater than 10 Mg/yr, to certify by April 7, 1993 that the equipment necessary to comply
with the control requirements of Subpart FF has been installed and the required initial
inspections or tests have been carried out in accordance with Subpart FF. 40 C.F.R.

§ 61.357(d)(7) requires each such owner or operator to submit a quarterly report on the
performance of the equipment installed to comply with the control requirements of .
Subpart FF. 40 C.F.R. § 61.357(d)(8) requires each such owner or operator to submit an
annual report that summarizes all inspections required by 40 C.F.R. §§ 61.342 through 61.354
during which detectable emissions are measured or a problem that could result in benzene
emissions is identified.

Answer to Paragraph No. 18:

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or

incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 19 Alleges:

40 C.F.R. § 61.05(c) prohibits an owner or operator of a facility from operating an existing
source subject to a NESHAP standard in violation of the standard, except under a waiver or

exemption granted pursuant to the CAA. Clark was not granted a waiver or exemption to the
Benzene Waste Operations NESHAP. :

Answer to Paragraph No. 19:

Clark refers to the regulation cited in the first sentence for its terms and denies any
inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof. Clark admits the allegations of the second

sentence.



Parapraph No. 20 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 113(a)(1)(C) and (b)(1)(B) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413(a)(1)(C) and
(B)Y(1(B), U.S. EPA notified Clark on September 30, 1996, that Clark was in violation of the
Benzene Waste Operations NESHAP.

Answer to Paragraph No. 20:

Clark denies the allegations of this paragraph, although answering further Clark states
that on or about October 3, 1996, it received a Finding of Violation (FOV) from U.S. EPA
dated September 30, 1996, which alleged that Clark was in violation of the Benzene Waste
Operations _NESHAP; and that the FOV was accompanied by a letter which states that the
FOV was is§ued pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 7413(3)(1) and (a)(3). Further answering, Clark
denies that it was in violation of the referenced NESHAP.

Paragraph No. 21 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 113(b) of the CAA, 42 U.5.C. Section 7413(b), U.S. EPA may commence
a civil action for injunctive relief and civil penalties not to exceed $25,000 per day for each
violation of the CAA, including violations of any NESHAP. Pursuant to Pub. L. 104-134 and
61 Fed. Reg. 69,360, civil penalties of up to $27,500 per day for each violation may be
assessed for violations occurring on or after January 30, 1997.

Answer to Parapraph No. 21:

Clark refers to the cited statutes and regulations for their terms and denies any
inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof.

Clean Air Act -
New Scurce Performance Standards

Paragraph No. 22 Allepes:

Section 111 of the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. § 7411, requires U.S. EPA to promulgate
standards of performance for certain categories of new air pollution sources ("New Source
Performance Standards" or "NSPS").



- Answer to Paragraph No. 22:

Clark refers to the cited statute for its terms and denies any inaccurate or incomplete

characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 23 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 111(b) of the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. § 7411(b}, U.S. EPA promulgated

general regulations applicable to all NSPS source categories. Those general regulations are
set forth at 40 C.F.R. Part 60, Subpart A.

Answer to Paragraph No. 23:

Clark refers to the cited statute and regulations for their terms and denies any
inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 24 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section lll(b) of the Clean Air Act, 42 US.C. § 7411(b), U.S. EPA promulgated

NSPS regulations applicable to petroleum refineries. Those regulations are set forth at 40
C.F.R. Part 60, Subpart J.

Answer to Paragraph No. 24:

Clark refers to the cited statute and regulations for their terms and denies any
inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 25 Alleges:

Claus sulfur recovery plants, except Claus plants of 20 long tons perl day or less, for which ~
construction or modification commenced after October 4, 1976 are subject to 40 C.F.R.
Part 60, Subpart J.

Answer to Paragraph No. 25:

Clark refers to the cited regulation for its terms and denies any inaccurate or

incomplete characterization thereof.



Parapraph No. 26 Allepes:

Clark’s Claus sulfur recovery plant was constructed or modified after October 4, 1976 and is
greater than 20 long tons per day, and is therefore subject to 40 C.F.R. Part 60, Subpart J.

Answer to Paragraph No. 26: -

Denied.

Paragraph No. 27 Alleges:

40 C.F.R. § 60.105(a)(6) requires sulfur recovery plants subject to 40 C.F.R. Part 60,
Subpart J with reduction control systems not followed by incineration to install, calibrate,
maintain, and operate continuous monitoring system ("CEMS") for measuring and recording
the concentration of reduced sulfur and O, emissions into the atmosphere.

Answer to Parapraph No. 27:

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 28 Alleges:

40 C.F.R. § 60.13(g) provides, inter alia, that when the effluent from one affected facility is
released to the atmosphere through more than one point, the owner or operator shall install an
applicable CEMS on each separate effluent, unless fewer systems are approved by U.S. EPA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 28:

Clark refers to the cited regulation for its terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Parapgraph No. 29 Alleges:

40 C.F.R. § 60.104(a)(2) prohibits sulfur recovery plants subject to 40 C.F.R. Part 60,
Subpart J with reduction control systems followed by incineration from discharging in excess
of 250 ppm by volume (dry basis) of SO, at zero percent excess air. 40 C.F.R.

§ 60.104(a)(2) prohibits sulfur recovery plants subject to 40 C.F.R. Part 60, Subpart J with
reduction control systems not followed by incineration from discharging in excess of 300 ppm
by volume of reduced sulfur compounds and in excess of 10 ppm by volume of hydrogen
sulfide, each calculated as ppm SO, by volume (dry basis) at zero percent excess air.

10



Answer to Paragraph No. 29:

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof,

Parasraph No. 30 Alleges:

40 C.F.R. § 60.11(d) requires owners and operators of facilities subject to 40 C.F.R. Part 60,
Subpart J to maintain and operate any affected facility, including associated air pollution

control equipment, in a manner consistent with good air pollution control practice for
minimizing emissions.

Answer to Paragraph No. 30:

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 31 Alleges:

40 C.F.R. § 60.7(c) requires owners or operators that are required to install CEMS pursuant to
40 C.F.R. Part 60, Subpart J to submit to U.S. EPA, on a semiannual basis, excess emission
and monitoring system performance reports that identify, inter alia, periods of emissions in
excess of certain emissions requirements as specified in 40 C.F.R. §§ 60.7(c) and
60.105(c)(4).

Answer to Paragraph No. 31:

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or

incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 32 Alleges:

40 C.F.R. § 60.8(a) requires owners or operators of facilities subject to 40 C.F.R. Part 60,
Subpart J to conduct a performance test within 60 days of achieving maximum production
rate, but not later than 180 days after initial startup. 40 C.F.R. § 60.106(f)(2) requires
performance testing on Claus sulfur recovery plants with reduction control devices not

. followed by incineration be tested in accordance with Method 15 of 40 C.F.R. Part 60,
Appendix A, to determine the reduced sulfur and H,S concentration in its emissions.

11



Answer to Paragraph No. 32:

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or

incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 33 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 113(a)(1)(C) and (b)(1}B) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413(a)(1 }(C) and
(b} 1)(B), U.S. EPA notified Clark on August 19, 1997, that Clark was in violation of the

~ NSPS for Petroleum Refineries set forth in 40 C.F.R. Part 60, Subparts A and J.

Answer to Paragraph No. 33:

Clark denies the allegations of this paragraph, although answering further Clark states
that on or about August 21, 1997, it received a Finding of Violation (FOV) from U.S. EPA
dated August 19, 1997, which alleged that Clark was in violation of the referenced NSPS
standards; and that the FOV was accompanied by a letter which states that the FOV was
issued pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 7413 (a)(3). -Further answering, Clark denies that it was in
violation of the referenced NSPS.

Paragraph No. 34 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 113(b) of the CAA, 42 U.5.C. Section 7413(b), U.S. EPA may commence
a civil action for injunctive relief and civil penalties not to exceed $25,000 per day for each
violation of the CAA, including violations of any NSPS. Pursuant to Pub. L. 104-134 and 61
Fed. Reg. 69,360, civil penalties of up to $27,500 per day for each violation may be assessed
for violations occurring on or after January 30, 1997.

Answer to Paragraph No. 34:

Clark refers to the cited statutes and regulations for their terms and denies any

inaccurate or iucomplete characterization thereof.

12



Clean Air Act -
State Implementation Plan

Paragraph No. 35 Alleges:

Section 109 of the Clean Atr Act, 42 U.S.C. § 7409, requires U.S. EPA to promulgate
regulations establishing primary and secondary National Ambient Air Quality Standards
("NAAQS") for certain listed air pollutants, including ozone. The primary NAAQS shall be
sufficient to protect the public health, allowing an adequate margin of safety, and the
secondary NAAQS shall be sufficient to protect the public welfare from any known or
anticipated adverse effects associated with the presence of the air pollutant in the ambient air.

The NAAQS promulgated by the Administrator pursuant to Section 109 of the Act are set
forth at 40 C.F.R. Part 50.

Answer to Paragraph No. 35:

Clark refers to the cited statute and regulations for their terms and denies any
inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof.

Parégraph No. 36 Alleges:

Secuion 110 of the CAA, 42 US.C. § 7410, required each state to adopt and submit to U.S.
EPA for approval a State Implementation Plan ("SIP") that provides for the attainment and
maintenance of the NAAQS, including the NAAQS for ozone.

Answer to Paragraph No. 36:

Clark refers to the cited statute for its terms and denies any inaccurate or incomplete

characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 37 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 110 of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7410, portions of the Illinois SIP, including
35 1llinois Administrative Code ("I.A.C.") Part 218, have been submitted to, and approved by,
U.S. EPA. 35 LLA.C. Part 218 establishes Organic Material Emission Standards and
Limitations for the Chicago Area. 35 LLA.C. 218, Subpart R establishes standards for
Petroleum Refining and Related Industries, including the requirement that subject facilities
establish a leak detection and repair ("LDAR") program. U.S. EPA approved 35 LLA.C. 218,
Subpart R on September 9, 1994. These regulations are designed to prevent certain emissions
of volatile organic compounds from petroleum refineries by requiring each valve, pump and

compressor in service to be identified, monitored and repaired on a routine basis using
specified procedures.

13



Answer {o Paragraph No. 37:

Clark admits the allegations of the first and fourth sentences. Clark refers to the
statute and regulations cited in the second and third sentences for their terms and denies any
i'naccurate or incomplete characterization thereof. Clark lacks sufficient information to admit
or deny the allegations of the fifth sentence.

Paragraph No. 38 Alleges:

35 LA.C. § 218.447(a) requires the owner or operator of a petroleum refinery to test certain
valves and seals for Jeaks using equipment calibrated using the methods referenced in 35
LA.C. § 218.105(g). 35 LA.C. § 218.105(g)(1)(D) requires calibration gases to be set at zero
air (less than 10 ppm hydrocarbon in the air) and a mixture of methane or n-hexane and air at -
a concentration of approximately, but no less than, 10,000 ppm methane or n-hexane.

Answer 1o Paragraph No. 38:

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 39 Alleges;

35 LA.C. § 218.445(d) provides that the owner or operator of a petroleum refinery shall
identify each component subject to leak monitoring.

Answer to Paragraph No. 39:

Clark refers to the cited regulation for its terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 40 Allepes:

35 I.A.C. § 218.446(a)(1) requires the owner or operator of a petroleum refinery to prepare a
monitoring program that identifies all refinery components and the period in which each will
be monitored.

14



Answer to Paragraph No. 40:

Clark refers to the cited regulation for its terms and denies any inaccurate or

incomplete characterization thereof.
Paragraph No. 41 Alleges:

35 1.LA.C. § 218.446(a)(4) provides that a monitoring program prepared pursuant to 35 [LA.C.
§ 218.446(a) must describe the methods to be used to identify all pipeline valves, pressure
relief valves in gaseous service and all leaking components such that they are obvious to both
refinery personnel performing monitoring and Agency personnel performing inspections.

Answer to Paragraph No. 41:

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or

incomplete characterization thereof.
Paragraph No. 42 Allepes:
35 1.A.C. § 218.447(a)(2) requizes the owner or operator of a petroleum refinery to test once

each quarter of each calendar vear, by the method referenced 1n 35 LA.C. § 218.105(g), all

pressure relief valves in gaseous service, pipeline valves in gaseous service and compressor
seals.

Answer to Paragraph No. 42:

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 43 Alleges:

40 C.F.R. § 52.23 provides, inter alia, that any failure by a person to comply with any
approved regulatory provision of a SIP shall render such person subject to enforcement action
pursuant to Section 113 of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413,

Answer to Paragraph No. 43:

Clark refers to the cited statute and regulation for their terms and denies any inaccurate

or incomplete characterization thereof.
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Paragraph No. 44 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 113(a)(1)(C) and (b)(1)(B) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413(a)}(1}C) and
(b)(1}(B), U.S. EPA notified Clark on September 30, 1996, that Clark was in violation of
applicable federally enforceable state air requirements.

Answer to Paragraph No. 44:

Clark admits that the U.S. EPA provided the referenced notice on September 30, 1996,
but Clark denies that it was in violation of applicable federally enforceable state air

requirements.

Paragraph No. 45 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 113(b) of the CAA, 42 U.5.C. § 7413(b), U.S. EPA may commence a
civil actiori for injunctive relief and civil penalties not to exceed $25,000 per day for each
violation of the CAA, including violations of any applicable implementation plan. Pursuant to
Pub. L. 104-134 and 61 Fed. Reg. 69,360, civil penalties of up to $27,500 per day for each
violation may be assessed for violations occurring on or after January 30, 1997.

Answer to Parapgraph No. 45: *

Clark refers to the cited statutes and regulations for their terms and denies any

i

inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof.

Clean Water Act
Direct Discharges

Paragraph No. 46 Alleges:

The objective of the Clean Water Act is to restore and maintain the chemical, physical, and
biological integrity of the waters of the United States. 33 U.S.C. § 1251(a).

Answer to Paragraph No, 46:

Clark lacks sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph.

Parasraph No. 47 Alleges:

Section 301(a) of the CWA,-33 U.S.C. § 1251(a), prohibits the discharge of any pollutant into
navigable waters of the United States by any person except in compliance with, inter alia, a
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National Pollutant Discharge Elimination ("NPDES") permit issued by U.S. EPA or an
authorized state pursuant to Section 402 of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1342.

Answer to Paragraph No. 47:
Clark refers to the cited statutes for their terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 48 Alleges:

Section 402(a) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1342(a), provides that U.S. EPA or an authorized
state, in issuing NPDES permits, shall prescribe conditions for such permits as the permitting
authority determines are necessary to carry out the provisions of the CWA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 48:

Clark refers to the cited statute for its terms and denies any inaccurate or incomplete

characterization thereof.

Parapgraph No. 49 Alleges:

The State of Illinois is authorized by the Administraior cf U.S. EPA, pursuant to
Section 402(b) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1342(b), to administer the NPDES permit program
for discharges into navigable waters within its jurisdiction.

Answer to Paragraph No. 49:

Admitted.

Paragraph No. 50 Alleges:

The Cal-Sag Channel is a "navigable water" within the meaning of Section 502(7) of the
CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1362(7).

Answer to Paragraph No. 50:

Admitted.

Parapraph No. 51 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 309(b) and (d) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1319(b) and (d), U.S. EPA may
commence a civil action for injunctive relief and civil penalties of up to $25,000 per day for

17



each violation of the CWA, including discharges of any pollutant without, or not in
compliance with the terms and conditions of, an NPDES permit. Pursuant to Pub. L. 104-134
and 61 Fed. Reg. 69,360, civil penalties of up to 327,500 per day for each violation may be
assessed for violations occurring on or after January 30, 1997,

Answer to Paragraph No. 51:
Clark refers to the cited statutes and regulations for their terms and denies any
inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof.

Clean Water Act
Discharges To POTW

Paragraph No. 52 Alleges:

Section 307(b) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1317(b), requires the Administrator of U.S. EPA to
establish pretreatment standards for existing and new sources that introduce pollutants into any
publicly-owned "treatment works" ("POTW?"), as defined in Section 212(2) of the CWA,

33 U.S.C. § 1292(2).

Answer to Paragraph No. 52:

Clark refers to the cited statutes for their terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 53 Alleges:

Section 307(d) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1317(d), prohibits the owner or operator of any
source from operating the source in violation of any pretreatment standard after the effective
date of such standard.

Answer to Paragraph No. 53:

Clark refers to the cited statute for its terms and denies any inaccurate or incomplete
characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 54 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 307(b)(1) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1317(b)(1), the Administrator of U.S.
EPA promulgated General Pretreatrnent Regulations for Existing and New Sources of
Pollution. Such Standards are codified at 40 C.F.R. Part 403.
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Answer to Paragraph No. 54:

Admitted.

Parapgraph No. 55 Alleges:

The provisions of 40 C.F.R. Part 403 apply to each "User" introducing pollutants into POTW.

Answer to Paragraph No. 55:-

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or

incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 56 Alleges:

Clark is an "Industrial User" or "User" that introduces pollutants into a POTW owned and
operated by the Metropolitan Water Reclamation District of Greater Chicago ("MWRDGC"),

within the meaning of 40 C.F.R..Part 403.3(¢h) and 403.5(b). Clark is subject to the
requirements of 40 C.F.R. Part 403.

Answer to Parapraph No. 56:

Clark admits the allegations of the first sentence. Clark admits that the Blue Island

“Refinery is subject to the requirements of 40 C.F.R. Part 403, some but not all of which apply

to the Refinery.

Paragraph No. 57 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 307(b) of the CWA, 33 US.C. § 1317(b), and 40 C.F.R. §§ 403.5(c) and
403.8, each POTW with a total design flow greater than five millien gallons of water per day
and which receives pollutants from industrial users subject to pretreatment standards is
required to establish its own Pretreatment Program and to establish specific limits ("local
limits") to implement the prohibitions in 40 C.F.R. § 403.5(a)(1) and (b).

Answer to Paragraph No. 57:

Clark refers to the cited statute and regulations for their terms and denies any

inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof.
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Paragraph No. 58 Alleges:

Under 40 C.F.R. § 403.5(d), a POTW’s local limits established pursuant to 40 C.F.R.
§ 403.5(c) are deemed to be pretreatment standards for the purposes of Section 307(d) of the
CWA, 33 U.5.C. § 1317(d).

Answer to Parapgraph No. 58:

Clark refers to the cited statute and regulations for their terms and denies any
inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 59 Alleges:

In accordance with 40 C.F.R. §§ 403.5(c) and 403.8, the Metropolitan Sanitary District of
Greater Chicago, and its successor, the MWRDGC, developed and submitted to U.S. EPA for
approval a local pretreatment program, including local limits governing discharges into
sewerage systems under the jurisdiction of the MWRIDGC. Such local limits are set forth in
Appendix B to the "Sewage and Waste Confrol Ordinance," as promulgated by the
Metropolitan Sanitary District of Greater Chicago, and further amended by the MWRDGC
("MWRDGC Ordinance" or "Ordinance").

Answer to Paragraph No. 59:

Clark lacks sufficient information to admit or deny the first sentence of this paragraph.
With respect to the allegations of the second sentence, Clark refers to the Ordinance for its

terms and denies any inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof.
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Parapraph No. 60 Alleges:

Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. § 403.9, U.S. EPA approved a local pretreatment program for POTWs
owned or operated by the MWRDGC. MWRDGC is a "Control Authority" thhm the
meaning of 40 C.F.R. §§ 403.6(e} and 403.12(a).

Answer to Parapraph No. 60:

Clark lacks sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph.
Paragraph No. 6] Alleges:

In accordance with 40 C.F.R. § 403.5(d), the effluent limits established in Appendix B of the
MWRDGC Ordinance are federally enforceable pretreatment standards for purposes of
Section 307(d) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1317(d).

Answer to Paragraph No. 61:

Clark lacks sufficient information to admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph.
Paragraph No. 62 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 307(b)(1) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1317(b)(1), the Administrator of U.S.
EPA promulgated categorical pretreatment standards applicable to discharges of process
wastewater to POTWs from various categories of industrial sources, including the Petroleum

Refinery Point Source Category. Pretreatment standards applicable to various petroleum
refinery sources are codified at 40 C.F.R. Part 419.

Answer to Paragraph No. 62:

Clark admits the allegations of the first sentence of this paragraph. With respect to the
allegations of the second sentence, Clark refers to the regulations for their terms and denies
any inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 63 Alleges:

Effluent limits applicable to process wastewater discharges from facilities that produce
petroleum products by the use of cracking, one of several subcategories in the Petroleum
Refinery Point Source Category, are set forth in Subpart B of 40 C.F.R. Part 419. Standards
for facilities regulated under the cracking subcategory that were in existence at the time the
rule was promulgated, called Pretreatment Standards for Existing Sources ("PSES"), are set
forth at 40 C.F.R. § 419.25. Existing sources within the cracking subcategory were required
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to comply with PSES effluent limitations by October 18, 1985, three years after promulgation
of the regulations.

Answer to Paragraph No. 63:

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Paracraph No. 64 Alleges:

At the time of promulgation of the Petroleum Refinery Point Source Category regulations,
Clark’s Blue Island Refinery was an existing facility refining crude oil into crude using the
cracking process.

Answer to ti’aragraph No. 64:

Clark states that it did not own or operate the Blue Island Refinery at the time of
promulgatic—)‘n of the cited regulations. In addition, Clark does not understand the phrase

2

“refining crude oil into crude.” To the extent Clark understands the allegation, Clark denies
it.

Paragraph No. 65 Alleges:

On various occasions from 1993 to the present date, Clark discharged process wastewater that
resulted from the production of petroleum using the cracking process at the Blue Island
Refinery into a POTW operated by the MWRDGC. Throughout this period, the Facility was
subject to the Pretreatment Standards for Existing Sources contained in Subpart B of the
Petroleum Refinery Point Source Category regulations, 40 C.F.R. Part 419.

Answer to Parapraph No. 65:

The allegations of the first sentence are too vague and unspectfic for Clark to admit or
deny, except that Clark admits that it discharged pretreated process wastewater from the
cracking process at the Blue Island Refinery into a POTW operated by the MWRDGC. Clark

admits the ailegations of the second sentence.
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Paragraph No. 66 Alleges:

On June 30, 1994, MWRDGC issued Discharge Authorization ("DA") 13468-1 to Clark. DA
13468-1 had an effective date of June 30, 1994 and an expiration date of June 29, 1997,
which was administratively extended to December 29, 1997. DA 13468-1 incorporates the
federal categorical requirements and the local limits applicable to Clark. DA 13468-1
contains effluent limitations for discharges at Outlets 1A and 3A.

Answer to Paragraph No. 65:

Admitted.

| Paragraph No. 67 Alleges:

Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. § 403.12(e), Industrial Users subject to categorical pretreatment
standards are required to submit to the Control Authority, on a periodic basis, reports known
as "Continued Compliance Reports," which include information on the nature and
concentration of pollutants discharged. Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. § 403.12(e) and the MWRDGC

Ordinance, Clark was required to submit such Continued Compliance Reports to MWRDGC
in June and December of each year. '

Answer to Paragraph No. 67:

With respect to the allegations of the first sentence, Clark refers to the cited regulation
and Ordinance for their terms and denies any inaccurate or incomplete characterization
thereof. Clark admits the allegations of the second sentence.

Paragraph No. 68 Alleges:

Section F(1) of DA 13468-1 provides that Clark must report all violations identified as a result
of self monitoring to MWRDGC by telephone within 24 hours of the time Clark becomes
aware of such violation. In addition, 40 C.F.R. § 403.12(g)(2) provides that if sampling
performed by an Industrial User indicates a violation of an effluent standard, the Industrial
User must notify the Control Authority within 24 hours of becoming aware of a violation.

Answer to Paragraph No. 68:

Clark refers to the cited discharge authorization and regulation for their terms and

denies any inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof.
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Paragraph No. 69 Alleges:

Section F(2) of DA 13468-1 provides that Clark must submit all self-monitoring discharge
analytical data to the Director of MWRDGC’s Research and Development Department. In
addition, 40 C.F.R. § 403.12(g)(5) provides that if an Industrial User subject to the reporting
requirements in 40 C.F.R. § 403.12(e) monitors any pollutant more frequently than required
by the Control Authority, the results of the monitoring must be included in the report,
regardless of whether or not the data is in addition to the minimum reporting requirements.

Answer to Paragraph No. 69:

Clark refers to the cited discharge authorization and regulations for their terms and
denies any inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 70 Alleges:

Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. § 403.12(d), within 90 days of the deadline for final compliance with a
categorical pretreatment standard, each Industrial User subject to such standard is required to |
submit to the Control Authority a report, known as a "Final Compliance Report," containing
the information set forth in 40 C.F.R. § 403.12(b)(4)-(6). 40 C.F.R. § 403.12(b)(6) requires
the Industrial User to include a statement, reviewed by an authorized representative of the
Industrial User and certified by a qualified professional, indicating whether Pretreatment
Standards are being met on a consistent basis, and, if not, whether additional operation and
maintenance and or additional pretreatment is required for the Industrial User to meet the
Pretreatment Standards.

Answer to Paragraph No. 70:

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 71 Alleges:

The MWRDGC Ordinance and DA 13468-1 require each Industrial User to include in each
Continued Compliance Report a statement, reviewed by an authorized representative of the
Industrial User and certified by a qualified professional, indicating whether Pretreatment
Standards are being met on a consistent basis, and, if not, whether additional operation and
maintenance and or additional pretreatment is required for the Industrial User to meet the
Pretreatment Standards.
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Answer to Paragraph No. 71:

Clark refers to the cited Ordinance and discharge authorization for their terms
and denies any inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 72 Alleges:

Section C, ltem 4 of DA 13468-1 requires each Industrial User subject to the terms and
conditions of the Ordinance to install and maintain, at its own expense, pretreatment facilities
adequate to prevent a violation of the pollutant concentration limits, discharge prohibitions, or
performance criteria of the Ordinance.

Answer to Parapraph No. 72:

Clark refers to the cited Ordinance and discharge authorization for their terms
and denies any inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 73 Alleges:

Clark is, und at all pertinent times has been, an "Industrial User" of a POTW under the
jurisdiciion of the MWRDGC, within the meaning of Section 502(18) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C.
3 1362(18), 40 C.F.R. § 403.3(h), and Article II of the MWRDGC Ordinance. Clark also is,
and at all pertinent times has been, a "Significant Industrial User" of a POTW, within the
meaning of 40 C.F.R. § 403.3(1).

Answer to Paragraph No. 73:

Clark admits that it is an “Industrial User” and a “Significant Industrial User” of a
POTW, but lacks sufficient information to admit or deny the remaining allegations of the
paragraph.

Paragraph No. 74 Allepes:

40 C.F.R. § 403.17(d) prohibits, except in limited circumstances not relevant to this
complaint, the intentional diversion of waste streams from any portion of an Industrial User’s
treatment facility, known as a "bypass.”
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Answer to Paragraph No. 74:

Clark refers to the cited regulation for its terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 75 Allepes:

40 C.F.R. § 403.17(c) requires an Industrial User to submit prior notice of the need to bypass

the wastewater treatment facility to the Control Authority if the Industrial User knows in
advance of the need for a bypass.

Answer to Paragraph No. 75:

Clark refers to the cited regulation for its terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete ‘characterization thereof,

Paragraph No. 76 Alieges:

Clark is an owner cr operator of a source that is subject to an effluent standard or prohibition
or pretreatment siandzrd under Section 307 of the CWA, within the meaning of
Section 307(d; of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1317(3d). '

Answer to P‘aragraph No. 76:

Admitted.

Parapraph No. 77 Alleges:

Section 30%(a)(3), (b), and (d) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1319(a)(3), (b}, and (d), authorizes
the United States to commence an action for appropriate relief, including a permanent or
temporary injunction and civil penalties not to exceed $25,000 per day for each violation,
when any person is in violation of the pretreatment requirements under Section 307 of the
CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1317, including any violation of local limits established pursuant to 40
C.F.R. § 403.5(c} and federal categorical lirnits established pursuant to 40 C.F.R. Part 419.
Pursuant to Pub. L. 104-134 and 61 Fed. Reg. 69,360, civil penalties of up to $27,500 per
day for each violation may be assessed for violations occurring on or after January 30, 1997,

Answer to Paragraph No. 77:

Clark refers to the cited statutes for their terms and denies any inaccurate or

incomplete characterization thereof.
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Clean Water Act
Discharpes of Qi or Hazardous Substances

Paragraph No. 78 Alleges:

Section 311(b)(3) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1321(b)(3), prohibits the discharge of oil or
hazardous substances into or upon the navigable waters of the United States or adjoining
shorelines in such quantities that have been determined may be harmful to the public health or

welfare or environment of the United States.

Answer to Paragraph No. 78:

Clark refers to the cited statute for its terms and denies any inaccurate or incomplete

characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 79 Alleges:

Section 311(b)(5) of the CWA, 33 U.5.C. §1321(b)(5) requires any person in charge of a
vessel or facility that discharges oi! ur hazardous substances in violation of Section 311(b)(3)

of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1321(b)(3), to immediately notify the appropriate agency of the
United States government of such discharge.

Answer to Paragraph No. 79:

Clark refers to the cited statute for its terms and denies any inaccurate or incomplete

characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 80 Alleges:

U.S. EPA has promulgated regulations implementing Section 311(b)(3) and (b)LS) of the
CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1321(b)(3) and (b)}5), at 40 C.F.R. Part 110.

Answer to Paragraph No. 80:

Admitted.

Parapraph No. 81 Alleges:

40 C.E.R. § 110.3 provides that for the purposes of Section 311(b)(3) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C.
§ 1321(b)(3), discharges of oil that may be harmful to the public health or welfare of the
United States include, inter alia, discharges of oil that violate applicable water quality
standards or cause a film or sheen upon or discoloration of the water or adjoining shorelines.
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Answer to Paragraph No. 81:

Clark refers to the cited statute and regulation for their terms and denies any inaccurate

or incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 82 Alleges:

40 C.F.R. § 110.10 prdvides that the notification of a prohibited discharge required by
Section 311(b)(5) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1321(b)(5), must be made to the National
Response Center.

Answer to Paragraph No. 82:

Clark refers to the cited statute and regulation for their terms and denies any inaccurate

or incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph:-'No. 83 Alleges:

Section 311(j)(1)(C) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1321(3)(1)(C), provides that the President shall
issue regulations establishing procedures, methods, and equipment and other requirements for
equipment to prevent discharges of oil and hazardous substances from vessels and from
onshore facilities and offshore facilitics, and to contain such discharges.

Answer to Paragraph No. 83:

Clark refers to the cited statute for its terms and denies any inaccurate or incomplete
characterization thereof,

Paraegraph No. 84 Alleges:

U.S. EPA has promulgated regulations implementing Section 311(j)(1)(C) of the CWA, 33
U.S.C. § 1321(j)(1)C), at 40 C.F.R. Part 112, including regulations requiring non-
transportation related onshore and offshore facilities to prepare, implement and maintain Spill
Prevention Contro! and Countermeasures ("SPCC") plans. '

Answer to Paragraph No. 84:

Clark admits that U.S. EPA has promulgated the referenced regulations, refers to the

regulations for their terms, and denies any inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof.
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Paragraph No. 85 Alleges:

The Blue Island Refinery is an "onshore" facility as defined in Section 311(a)(11) of the
CWA, 33 US.C. § 1321(a)(11), and 40 C.FR. § 112.2. The Facility is "non-transportation

related” under the definition incorporated by reference at 40 C.F.R. § 112.2 and 40 C.F.R.
Part 112, Appendix A.

Answer to Parapgraph No. 85:

Admitted.

Paragraph No. 86 Alleges:

40 C.F.R. § 112.3 provides that owners and operators of facilities that have discharged, or
because of their location could reasonably be expected to discharge, oil in harmful quantities
into the navigable waters of the United States to prepare a Spill Prevention and '
Countermeasures Plan ("SPCC Plan"). 40 C.F.R. § 112.3(e) provides that owners and
operators for which an SPCC Plan is required to maintain a complete copy of the SPCC Plan
at the facility if the facility is normally attended at least eight hours per day, and shall make

the SPCC Plan available to the Regional Administrator for on-site review during normal
working hours.

Answer to Paragranh No. 86:

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Parapgraph No. 87 Alleges:

Clark has discharged, or because of its location could reasonably be expected to discharge, oil
in harmful quantities into the navigable waters of the United States, -

Answer to P'aragraph No. 87:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 88 Alleges:

Clark’s Blue Island Refinery is normally attended at least eight hours per day.

Answer to Paragraph No. 88:

Admitted.
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Parapraph No. 89 Allepes:

40 C.F.R. § 112.7 provides that if the SPCC Plan calls for additional facilities or procedures,
methods, or equipment not yet fully operational, these items should be discussed in separate
paragraphs, and the details of installation and operational start-up should be explained
separately. 40 C.F.R. § 112.5(a) provides that owners and operators of subject facilities must
amend their SPCC Plan when there is a change in facility design, construction, operation, or
maintenance, and fully implement the SPCC plan as soon as possible, but not [ater than six
months after the change occurs.

Answer to Paragraph No. §9:

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph I}Io. 90 Alleges:

40 C.F.R. § 112.5(b) provides that owners and operators of facilities that are required to
prepare SPCC plans shali complete a review and evaluation of the SPCC Flan at least once
every three vears from the date the facility becomes subject to 40 C.F.R. Part 112.

Answer to Paragraph No. 90:

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 91 Alleges:

40 C.F.R. § 112.4 provides that a facility that has discharged oil in harmful quantities, as
defined in 40 C.E.R. Part 110, into or upon the navigable waters of the United States or
adjoining shorelines in two spill events, reportable under Section 311(b)}(5) of the CWA,
33 U.S.C. § 1321(b)(5), occurring within any twelve month period must submit the
information listed in 40 C.F.R. § 112.4(a)(1)-(11) to the Regional Administrator within 60
days of the date the facility becomes subject to this subsection.

Answer to Paragraph No. 91:

Clark refers to the cited statute and regulations for their terms and denies any

inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof.
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Paragraph No. 92 Alleges:

On numerous occasions since at least 1994, including but not limited to March 28, 1994 and
May 4, 1994, Clark discharged reportable amounts of oil twice within a twelve month period.

Answer to Parapgraph No. 92:

The allegations of this paragraph are too vague and unspecific for Clark to admit or

~ deny them.

Parapgraph No. 93 Alleges:

40 C.F.R. § 112.7(e) requires a fac111ty s SPCC Plan to address, inter alia, the
following guidelines:

a. 40 CF.R. § 112.7(e)(2)(11): all bulk storage tank installations should be
constructed so that a secondary means of containment is provided for the entire contents of
the largest single tank plus sufficient freeboard to allow for precipitation. In addition, all
diked areas should be sufficiently impervious to contain spilled oil.

b. 40 C.F.R. § 112.7(e)(2)(x): visible o1l leaks that result in a loss of oil
from tank seams, gaskets, rivets and bolts sufficiently large to cause the accumnuiation of oil in
diked areas should be promptly corrected.

c. 40 C.F.R. § 112.7(e)}(2)(xi): moblle or portable oil storage tanks should
be positioned or located so as to prevent spilled oil from reaching navigable waters. This
section further requires that a secondary means of containment, such as dikes or catchment
basins, should be furnished for the largest single compartment or tank and that these facilities
should be located where they will not be subject to periodic flooding or washout.

d. 40 C.F.R. § 112.7(e)(3)(iii): pipe supports should be properly designed
to minimize abrasion and corrosion and allow for expansion and contraction.
e. 40 C.F.R. § 112.7(e)(3)(v): vehicular traffic granted entry into the '.

fac;htv should be warned verbally or by approprlate signs to ensure that the vehicle, because
of its size, will not endanger above ground piping.

Answer to Paragraph No. 93:

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 94 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 311(b){7) and (e)(2) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1321(b)(7), U.S. EPA may
commence a civil action for civil penalties of up to §1,000 per barrel of oil or unit of
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reportable quantity of hazardous substances discharged or $25,000 per day for each violation
of Section 311(b)(3) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1321(b)(3), and for civil penalties of up to
$25,000 per day of violation of any regulation issued under Section 311(j) of the CWA,

33 U.S.C. § 1321(j). Pursuant to Pub. L. 104-134 and 61 Fed. Reg. 69,360, civil penalties of
up to $27,500 per day for each violation may be assessed for violations occurring on or after
January 30, 1997. '

Answer to Paragraph No. 94:

Clark refers to the cited statutes and regulations for their terms and denies any

inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof.

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

Paragraph;No. 05 Alleges:

RCRA establishes a comprehensive statutory scheme for the management of hazardous wastes
from their-initial generation until their final disposal. Regulations promulgated pursuant to
RCRA regulate generators of hazardous wastes, as well as owners and operators of facilities
that treat, store, or dispose of hazardous wastes ("TSD facilities"). The federal regulations
implementing RCRA are codified at 40 C.F.R. Part 260 et seq.

Answer to Paragraph No. 95:

Clark admits the allegations of this paragraph, except that Clark states that the
characterization of the statutory scheme as “comprehensive” depends upoh context and
therefore cannot be admitted or denied.

Paragraph No 96 Alleges:

Clark 1s the owner and operator of a "facility” within the meaning of 35 LLA.C. § 720.110.

Answer to Paragraph No. 96:

Denied.

Paragraph No 97 Alleges:

Under Section 3006(b) of RCRA, 42 U.5.C. § 6926(b), and 40 C.F.R. Part 271, any state may
apply for and receive authorization to enforce its own hazardous waste management program
in place of the federal hazardous waste management program described in the preceding
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paragraph, provided the state requirements are consistent with and equivalent to the federal
requirements. To the extent that the state hazardous waste program is authorized by U.S.
EPA pursuant to Section 3006 of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6926, the requirements of the state

program are effective in lieu of the federal hazardous waste management program set forth in
40 C.F.R. Part 260 et seq.

Answer to Paragraph No. 97:

Clark refers to the cited statutes and regulations for their terms and denies any
inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof,
Paragraph No. 98 Alleggs:
Illinois has promulgated hazardous waste management regulations at 35 LLA.C. Part 700 et
‘seq., and received authorization from U.S. EPA on January 31, 1986, to administer various

aspects of the hazardous waste management program within [ilinois.

Answer to Paragraph No. 98:

Admitted.

Parasraph No. 99 AllegéS:

Generators of hazardous waste are subject to the regulations codified at 35 1.A.C. Part 722.

Answer to Paragraph No. 99:

Admitted.

Parapraph No. 100 Alleges:

From at least 1980 tb the present, Clark has generated at its Facility hazardous wastes within
the meaning of 35 1.A.C. Part 721 and 40 C.F.R. Part 261. Clark is therefore subject to the
regulations applicable to generators of hazardous waste set forth in 35 1.A.C. Part 722.

Answer 1o Paragraph No. 100:

Clark denies the allegations of the first sentence. Clark admits that it generates and
has generated hazardous waste at the Blue Island Reﬁnery and is subject to applicable

provisions of 35 ILA.C. Part 722.
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Paragraph No. 101 Alleges:

35 LA.C. § 722.134(a)(1) and 725.273 require that containers holding hazardous waste be
kept closed at all times, except when waste is being added or removed.

Answer to Paragraph No. 101:

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 102 Alleges:

35 LA.C. § 722.134(a)(2) requires that a generator of hazardous waste who accumulates
hazardous waste on-site in containers clearly mark each such container with the date upon
which each period of accumulation begins.

Answer 1o Paragraph No. 102:

Clark refers to the cited regulation for its terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 103 Alleges:

35 1.A.C. § 722.134(a)(3) requires that a generator of hazardous waste who accumulates
hazardous waste on-site in containers or tanks must clearly label or mark each such container
or tank with the words, "Hazardous Waste." '

Ans'wer to Paragraph No. 103:

Clark refers to the cited regulation for its terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 104 Alleges:

35 1.A.C. § 728.107 requires generators of waste restricted from land disposal under 35 I.A.C.
Part 728, when shipping such waste off-site, to send to the TSD facility receiving the waste a
written notice that includes the following information: the U.S. EPA hazardous waste number;
the appropriate treatment standards; the manifest number associated with the shipment of
waste; and waste analysis data. The generator must retain on-site a copy of all such
notifications as required in the regulations.
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Answer to Parapraph No. 104:

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or

incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 105 Alleges:

35 1.A.C. § 725.131, as referenced by 35 LLA.C. § 722.134(a)(4), requires generators of
hazardous waste to maintain and operate their facilities to minimize the possibility of a fire,
explosion or any unplanned release of hazardous waste or hazardous waste constituents to air,
soil or surface water that could threaten human health or the environment.

Answer to Paragraph No. 105:

Clark refers to the cited regulations for their terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Paracraph No. 196 Alleges:

40 CFR. § 265.1084(&1)(2) requires a generator of hazardous waste to determine the average
volatile organic ("VO") concentration of a hazardous waste at the poirit of waste origination
using either direct measurement or by knowledge.

Answer to Paragraph No. 106:

Clark refers to the cited regulation for its terms and denies any inaccurate or
incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 107 Alleges:

Section 3005(a) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6925(a), and 35 1.A.C. Part 703 generally prohibit the
operation of a TSD facility or hazardous waste management unit ("HWMU") except in '
accordance with a permit issued pursuant to RCRA, unless the facility has interim status.

35 1.A.C. § 703.121 specifically prohibits hazardous waste treatment, hazardous waste storage,

or hazardous waste disposal without a RCRA permit for a hazardous waste management
facility.
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Answer to Paragraph No. 107:

Clark refers to the cited statute and regulations for their terms and denies any
inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 108 Alleges:

Section 3005(e) of RCRA, 42 US.C. § 6925(e), 40 C.F.R. § 270.70, and 35 LA.C. § 703.153
provide that a TSD facility in existence on November 19, 1980, that has not yet received a
RCRA permit, may obtain interim status by (1) filing a timely notice that the facility is
treating, storing, or disposing of hazardous waste pursuant to Section 3010 of RCRA,

42 U.S.C. § 6930, and (2) filing a timely Part A application pursuant to Section 3005 of
RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6925, 40 CFR. § 270.10, and 35 LA.C. §§ 703.150 and 703.152.

Answer to Paragraph No. 108:
Clark refers to the cited statutes and regulations for their terms and denies any
inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 109 Alleges:

Clark submitted a permit application to operate as a TSD facility at the Blue Island Refinery
to IEPA signed November 17, 1980. On February 18, 1988, Clark requested a withdrawal of
its TSD permit and a return to generator status. IEPA approved the withdrawal request on
February 18, 1994.

Answer to Paragraph No. 109:

Admitted.

Paragraph No. 110 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 3008(a)(2) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6928(a)(2), the United States 1s
authorized, upon notification to the State of Ilinois, to enforce the regulations which comprise
the federally approved lilinois hazardous waste management program.

Answer to Paragraph No. 110:

Clark refers to the cited statute for its terms and denies any inaccurate or incomplete

characterization thereof.
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Parapraph No. 111 Alleges:

‘Section 3008(a) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6928(a), provides that when any person has violated
or is in violation of any requirement of RCRA, including provisions of a federally approved
state hazardous waste management program, the Administrator of U.S. EPA may commence a
civil action in district court for appropriate relief, including a temporary or permanent
injunction.

Answer to Paragraph No. 111:

Clark refers to the cited statute for its terms and denies any inaccurate or incomplete

characterization thereof,

Paragraph No. 112 Alleges:

Section 3008(g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6928(g), provides that any person who violates a
requirement of RCRA she be liable for a civil penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each
violation. Pursuant to Pub. L. 104-134 and 61 Fed. Reg. 69,360, civil penalties of up to

$27,500 per day for each violation may be assessed for violations occurring on or after
January 50, 1997,

Answer to Paragraph No. 112:°

Clark refers to the cited statutes and regulations for their terms and denies any

inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof.

Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation and Liability Act

Paragraph No. 113 Alleges:

Section 103(a) of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. § 9603(a), requires a person in charge of a.facility to
immediately notify the National Response Center of a release of a hazardous substance from

such facility in an amount equal to or greater than the amount determined pursuant to
Section 102 of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. § 9602 (the "reportable quantity").

Answer to Paragraph No, 113:

Clark refers to the cited statutes for their terms and denies any inaccurate or

incomplete characterization thereof.
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Paragraph No. 114 Allepes:

Section 109(¢c)(1) of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C.. § 9609(c)(1), provides that any person who violates
the notice requirements of Section 103(a) of CERCLA, 42 U.5.C. § 9603(a), shall be liable to
the United States for civil penalties in an amount not to exceed $25,000 per day for each day
the violation continues, and in an amount not to exceed $75,000 per day for each day that any
second or subsequent violation continues. Pursuant to Pub. L. 104-134 and 61 Fed. Reg.
69,360, civil penalties of up to $27,500 per day for the first violation and $82,500 per day for
any second or subsequent violations, may be assessed for violations occurring on or after
January 30, 1997.

Answer to Paragraph No. 114:

Clark refers to the cited statutes and regulations for their terms and denies any

inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof.

Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act

Paragraph No. 115 Alieges:

Section 304(a) of EPCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 11004(a), requires the owner and operator of a facility
at which a hazardous chemical is produced, used, or stored, to immediately notify the State
Emergency Response Commission ("SERC") and the Local Emergency Planning Committee
("LEPC") of certain specified releases of a hazardous or extremely hazardous substance.

Answer to Paragraph No. 115:

Clark refers to the cited statute for its terms and dentes any inaccurate or incomplete

characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 116 Alleges:

Section 304(c) of EPCRA, 42 U.5.C. § 11004(c), requires that, as soon as practicable after a
release which requires notice under Section 304(a) of EPCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 11004(a), the
owner or operator shall provide a written follow-up emergency notice providing certain
specified additional information.
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Answer to Paragraph No. 116:

Clark refers to the cited statutes for their terms and denies any inaccurate or

incomplete characterization thereof.

Paragraph No. 117 Alleges:

Section 325(b)(3) of EPCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 11045(b)(3), provides that any person who violates
any requirement of Section 304 of EPCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 11004, shall be liable to the United
States for civil penalties in an amount not to exceed $25,000 per day for each day the
violation continues, and in an amount not to exceed $75,000 per day for each day that any
second or subsequent violation continues. Pursuant to Pub. L. 104-134 and 61 Fed. Reg.
69,360, civil penalties of up to $27,500 per day for the first violation, and $82,500 per day

for any second or subsequent violations, may be assessed for violations occurring on or after
January 30, 1997.

Answer to Paragraph No. 117:

Clark refers to the cited statutes and regulations for their terms and denies any

inaccurate or incomplete characterization thereof.

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CAA/NESHAP)
Failure To Manage and Treat Wastes

Paragraph No. 118 Alleges:

Pliaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 45 above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 118:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraph 1 through 45 above as if fully set forth herein.
Paragraph No. 119 Alleges:
~ Since April 5, 1993, Clark has failed to manage and treat the Blue Island Refinery’s waste
pursuant to the requirements of 40 C.F.R. §§ 61.342(c)-(e), as required by 40 C.F.R.
§ 61.342(b).

Answer to Paragraph No. 119:

Clark denies that it meets the criteria which would subject it to the cited requirements.
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Paragraph No. 120 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 40 C.F.R.
§ 61.342(b) of the Benzene Waste Operations NESHAP and of the CAA.

Answer to Paragraph No, 120:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 121 Alleges:

Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Clark may continue to violate the Benzene Waste
Operations NESHAP and the CAA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 121:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 122 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 113(b) of the CAA, 42 U.S5.C. § 7413(b), Pub. L. 104-134 and 61 Fed.
Reg. 69,360 (Dec. 31, 1996), Clark is liable for injunctive relief and (1) a civil penalty of up
to $25.000 per day for each violation occurring prior to January 30, 1997, and (2) a civil
penalty of up to $27,500 per day for each violation occurring on or after January 30, 1997.

Answer to Paragraph No. 122:

Denied.

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CAA/NESHAP)
Failure To Determine Annual Benzene Quantity for Each Waste Stream

Paragraph No. 123 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118
through 122, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 123:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118 through 122 above as

if fully set forth herein.
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Paragraph No. 124 Alleges:

Since April 5, 1993, Clark has failed to calculate the annual benzene quantity for each waste
stream that has a flow-weighted annual average water content greater than 10 percent.

Answer to Paragraph No. 124:

Denied.
Paragraph No. 125 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 40 C.F.R.
§ 61.355(a)(1) of the Benzene Waste Operations NESHAP and of the CAA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 125:
Denied.
Paragraph No. 126 Alleges:

Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Clark may continue to violate the Benzene Waste
Operations NESHAP and the CAA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 126:°

Denied.

Paragraph Na. 127 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 113(b) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413(b), Pub. L. 104-134 and 61 Fed.
Reg. 69,360 (Dec. 31, 1996), Clark is liable for injunctive relief and (1) a civil penalty of up
to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to January 30, 1997, and (2) a civil
penalty of up to $27,500 per day for each violation occurring on or after January 30, 19977

Answer to Paragraph No. 127:

Denied.
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THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CAA/NESHAP)
Failure To Report Annuzal Benzene Quantity for Each Covered Waste Stream

Paragraph No. 128 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and evéry allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118
through 127, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 128:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118 through 127 above as

if fully set forth herein.

. Paragraph No. 129 Alleges:

Since April 5, 1993, Clark has failed to identify each benzene waste stream having a flow-
weighted annual average water content greater than 10 percent in its reports submitted
pursuant to 40 C.F.R. § 61.357. As a result, Clark has failed since at least 1993 to report
accurately the total annual benzene quantity from the Blue Island Refinery’s waste.

Answer to Paragraph No. 129:7

Denied.

Paragraph No. 130 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 40 C.F.R.
§ 61.357(a) of the Benzene Waste Operations NESHAP and of the CAA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 130:

Dented.

Paragraph No. 131 Alleges:

Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Clark may continue to violate the Benzene Waste
Operations NESHAP and the CAA.
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Answer to Paragraph No. 131:

Dented.

Paragraph No. 132 Alleges;

Pursuant to Section 113(b) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413(b), Pub. L. 104-134 and 61 Fed.
Reg. 69,360 (Dec. 31, 1996), Clark is liable for injunctive relief and (1) a civil penalty of up
to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to January 30, 1997, and (2) a civil
penalty of up to $27,500 per day of each violation occurring on or after January 30, 1997.

Answer to Parapraph No. 132:

Denied.

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CAA/NESHAP)
Failure To Maintain Records

Paragraph No. 133 Alieges;

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs | through 45 and 118
through 132, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 133:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118 through 132 above as

if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 134 Alleges:

Since April 5, 1993, Clark has failed to maintain certain records for each waste stream not
controlled for benzene emissions in accordance with Subpart FF including, inter alia, all test

results, measurements, calculations, and specified other documentation regarding each waste
stream and each waste stream’s benzene content.

Answer to Paragraph No. 134:

Denied.



Paragraph No. 135 Allepes:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 40 C.F.R.
§ 61.356(b)(1) of the Benzene Waste Operations NESHAP and of the CAA.,

Answer to Paragraph No. 135:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 136 Alleges:

Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Clark may continue to violate the Benzene Waste
Operations NESHAP and the CAA.

Answer 1o Paragraph No. 136:
Denied.

Paragraph No. 137 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 113(b) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413(b), Pub. L. 104-134 and 6! Fed.
Reg. 69,360 (Dec. 31, 1996), Clark is liable for injunctive relief and (1) a cvil penalty of up
to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to January 30, 1997, and (2) a civil
penalty of up to $27,500 per day for each violation occurring on or after January 30, 1997.

Answer to Parapraph No. 137:

Denied.

FIFTH CLATM FOR RELIEF
(CAA/NESHAP)
Late Submission of Annual Reports

Paragraph No. 138 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118
through 137, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 138:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118 through 137 above as

if fully set forth herein.
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Paragraph No. 139 Alleges:

Clark submitted its initial report required by 40 C.F.R. § 61.357 on April 5, 1993.
Thereafter, Clark submitted its annual reports required by 40 C.F.R. § 61 357 on June 1,
1994, January 18, 1995, and March 12, 1996,

Answer to Paragraph No. 139:

Admitted.

Paragraph No. 140 Alleges:

Clark’s 1994 report was submitted 57 days late. Clark’s 1996 report was submitted 53 days
late,

Answer to Paragraph No. 140:

Denied.

Parapraph No. 141 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 40 C.F.R.
§ 61.357 of the Benzene Waste Operations NESHAP and of the CAA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 141:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 142 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 113(b) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413(b), Clark is liable for a civil
penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each violation of the CAA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 142:

Clark refers to the cited statute for its terms and denies any mischaracterization

thereof.



SIXTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CAA/NESHAP)
Failure To Submit Equipment Certification and Performance Reports

Paragraph No. 143 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs I through 45 and 118
through 142, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 143;

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118 through 142 above as
if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 144 Alleges:

Since April’5, 1993, Clark has failed to submit the equipment certification and performance
reports required by 40 C.F.R. § 61.357(d)(1}, (d)(7) and (d)(8).

Answer to Parapraph No. 144:

Denied.

Paragraph No. f45 Alleges:

‘The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 40 C.F.R.
§ 61.357(d) of the Benzene Waste Operations NESHAP and of the CAA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 145:

Denied.

Parapraph No. 146 Alleges:

Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Clark may continue to violate the Benzene Waste
Operations NESHAP and the CAA. *

Answer to Paragraph No. 146:

Denied.
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Paragraph No. 147 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 113(b) of the CAA, 42 U.5.C. § 7413(b), Pub. L. 104-134 and 6] Fed.
Reg. 69,360 (Dec. 31, 1996), Clark is liable for injunctive relief and (1) a civil penalty of up
to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to January 30, 1997, and (2) a civil
penalty of up to $27,500 per day for each violation occurring on or after January 30, 1997.

Answer to Paragraph No. 147:

Denied.

SEVENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CAA/NSPS)
Exceedance of Emission Limit

Paragraph No. 148 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs I through 45 and 118
through 147, above. o

Answer to Paragraph No. 148:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs [ through 45 and 118 through 147 above as

if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 149 Allepes:

From at least February 24, 1995 to at least July' 12, 1996, Clark discharged in excess of 250
ppm by volume (dry basis) of SO, at zero percent excess air.

Answer to Paragraph No. 149:

Because this allegation is vague and unspecific Clark is unable to admit or deny it.

Paragraph No. 150 Alleges:

On numerous occasions from at least October 4, 1994 to at least September 1, 1997, Clark

discharged in excess of 10 ppm by volume of hydrogen sulfide from its Claus sulfur recovery
plant, calculated as ppm SO, by volume (dry basis) at zero percent excess air.

Answer to Paragraph No, 150:

Denied.
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Paragraph No. 151 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 40 C.F.R.
§ 60.104(a)(2) of the NSPS and of the CAA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 151:

Denied.

Paragranh No. 152 Alleges:

Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Clark may continue to violate the NSPS and the
CAA.,

Answer to Paragraph No. 152:

‘Denied.

Paragraph No. 153 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 113(b} of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413(b), Pub. L. 104-134 and 61 Fed.
Reg. 69,360 (Dec. 31, 1996), Clark is liable for injunctive relief and {1) a civil penalty of up
to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to January 30, 1997, and (2) a civil
penalty of up to $27,500 per day for each violation occurring on or after January 30, 1997,

Answer to Paragraph No. 153:

Denied.

EIGHTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CAA/NSPS)
Failure to Operate and Maintain Affected Facility

Paragraph No. 154 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118
through 153, above.

Answer to Parapraph No. 154:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118 through 153 above as

if fully set forth herein.

48



Paragraph No. 155 Alleges:

From at least February 24, 1995 to at least July 12, 1996, Clark operated the Claus sulfur
recovery plant while the Stretford unit was not operating, and therefore failed to maintain and
operate its Claus sulfur recovery plant, including associated air pollution control equipment, in
a manner consistent with good air pollution control practice for minimizing emissions.

Answer to Paragraph No. 155:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 156 Alieges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 40 C.F.R.
§ 60.11(d) of the NSPS and of the CAA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 156:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 157 Alleges:

Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Clark may continue to violate the NSPS and the
CAA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 157:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 158 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 113(b) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413(b), Pub. L. 104-134 and 61 Fed.
Reg. 69.360 (Dec. 31, 1996), Clark 1s liable for injunctive relief and (1) a civil penalty of up
to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to January 30, 1997, and (2) a civil
penalty of up to $27,500 per day for each violation occurring on or after January 30, 1997.

Answer to Paragraph No. 158:

- Denied.
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NINTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CAA/NSPS)
Failure to Install and Operate a CEMS for Claus Sulfur Recoverv Plant

Paragraph No. 159 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118
through 158, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 159:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118 through 158 above as

if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 160 Alleges:

Since at'least 1993, Clark has failed to install, calibrate, maintain, and operate a CEMS for
measuring and recording the concentration of reduced sulfur and O, emissions into the
atruosrnere from each Claus sulfur recovery plant effluent point.

Answer to Paragraph No. 160:-

Clark states that it has not installed, calibrated, maintained, and operated the CEMS
referred to in this paragraph, but Clark denies that it had or has an obligation to do so.
Paragraph No. 161 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 40 C.F.R.
§§ 60.105(a)(6) and 60.13(g) of the NSPS and of the CAA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 161:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 162 Alleges:

" Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Clark may continue to violate the NSPS and the
CAA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 162:

Denied.
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Paragraph No. 163 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 113(b) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413(b), Pub. L.. 104-134 and 61 Fed.
Reg. 69,360 (Dec. 31, 1996), Clark is liable for injunctive relief and (1) a civil penalty of up
to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to January 30. 1997, and (2) a civil
penalty of up to $27,500 per day for each violation occurring on or after January 30, 1997.

Answer to Paragraph No. 163:

Denied.

TENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CAA/NSPS)
Failure to Submit Excess Emissions Reports

Paragraph No. 164 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118
through 163, above. '

Answer to Paragraph No. 164:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118 through 163 above as

if fully set forth herein.

Paracraph No. 165 Alleces:

Since at least 1993, Clark has failed to submit to U.S. EPA excess emission and monitoring
system performance reports for its Claus sulfur recovery plant that identify periods of

emissions in excess of certain emissions requirements as specifted in 40 C.F.R. §§ 60.7(c) and
60.105(a)(4).

Answer 1o Paracraph No. 165:

Clark states that it has not submitted the referenced reports, but Clark denies that it

had or has an obligation to submit such reports.

Paragraph No. 166 Allepes:

The acts or omissions referred to in theé preceding paragraph constitute violations of 40 C.F.R.
§ 60.7(c) of the NSPS and of the CAA.
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Answer to Parapgraph No. 166:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 167 Alleges:

- Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Clark may continue to violate the NSPS and the
CAA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 167:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 168 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 113(b) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413(b), Pub. L. 104-134 and 61 Fed.
Reg. 69,360 (Dec. 31, 1996), Clark is liable for injunctive relief and (1) a civil penalty of up
to $25,000. per day for each violation occurring prior to January 30, 1997, and (2) a civil
penalty of up to $27,500 per day for each violation occurring on or after January 30, 1997,

Answer tg Paragraph No. 168-
Denied.

ELEVENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CAA/NSPS) '
Failure to Conduct Emissions Test

Paragraph No. 169 Allcges: .

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118§
through 168, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 169:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118 throﬁgh 168 above as
if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 170 Alleges:

Since at least 1993, Clark has failed to conduct a performance test as required in 40 C.F.R,
§ 60.8(a).
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Answer to Paragraph No. 170:

Clark states that it has not conducted the referenced performance test, but Clark denies

that it had or has an obligation to perform such test.

Paragraph No. 171 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 40 C.F.R.
§ 60.8(a) of the NSPS and of the CAA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 171:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 172 Alleges:

Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Clark may continue to violate the NSPS and the
CAA.

Answer to Paragraph No, 172:
Denied.

Paragraph No. 173 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 113(b) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413(b), Pub. L. 104-134 and 61 Fed.
Reg. 69,360 (Dec. 31, 1996), Clark is liable for injunctive relief and (1) a civil penalty of up
to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to January 30, 1997, and (2) a civil
penalty of up to $27,500 per day for each violation occurring on or after January 30, 1997.

Answer to Paragraph No. 173:

Denied.

TWELFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CAA/SIP)
Components Not Identified

Paragraph No. 174 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118
through 173, above.
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Answer to Paragraph No. 174:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118 through 173 above as
if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 175 Alleges:

From at least September 19 to 22, 1995, Clark failed to 1dentify each component of the Blue
Island Refinery that is subject to leak monitoring. Specifically, on an inspection conducted
from September 19 to 22, 1995, Clark failed to identify 928 components that were subject to
leak monitoring.

Answer to Paragraph No. 175:

- The allegations of the first sentence are too vague and unspecific for Clark to admit or
deny,them, but to the extent Clark understands them, they are denied. The allegations of the
Secor;d sentence are too vague and unspecific for Clark to admit or deny them, but to the
extent Clark understands them,-Clark lacks sufficient information to admit or deny them.

Paragraph No. 176 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 35 [LA.C.
§ 218.445(d), the Illinois SIP, and the CAA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 176:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 177 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 113(b) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413(b), Clark is liable for a civil
penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each violation of the CAA.

Answer to Paracraph No. 177:

Denied.
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THIRTEENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
{CAA/SIP)
Failure To Identify Components in Monitoring Program

Parapraph No. 178 Allepes:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118
through 177, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 178:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118 through 177 above as

if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 179 Alleges:

From September 1994 to at least October 1995, Clark did not identify all refinery components
and the period in which each were to be monitored in its monitoring program.

Answer to Paragraph No. 179:

The allegations of the paragraph are too vague and unspecific for Clark to admit or
deny them, but to the extent Clark understands them, they are denied.
Paragraph No. 180 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 35 LLA.C.
§ 218.446(a), the Illinois SIP, and the CAA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 180:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 181 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 113(b) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413(b), Clark 1s liable for a civil
penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each violation of the CAA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 181:

Denied.
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FOURTEENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CAA/SIP)
Incorrect Calibration Gas Setting

Paragraph No. 182 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118
through 181, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 182:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118 through 181 above as
if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 183 Alleges:

On numerous occasions prior to September 18, 1995, Clark set calibration gases at zero air
and a mixture of n-hexane and air at a concentration of 500 ppm n-hexane.

Answer to Paragraph No. 183:

Clark admits that on mc;re than one occasion prior to September 18, 1995, it set
calibration gases at zero air and a mixture of n-hexane and air at a concentration of 500 ppm
n-hexane. but because this allegation is vague and unspecific, Clark is unable to admit it or
deny it.

Paragraph No. 184 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute a violation of 35
LA.C. § 218.447(a), the lllinois SIP, and the CAA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 184:

Because the aliegations of paragraph 183 are vague and unspecific, Clark is unable to

admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph.
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Paragraph No. 185 Alleges:

~ Pursuant to Section 113(b) of the CAA, 42 U.S5.C. § 7413(b), Clark is liable for a civil
penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each violation for its violation of the CAA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 185:

Denied.

FIFTEENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CAA/SIP)
Failure To Test Quarterly

Paragraph No. 186 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs ! through 45 and 118
through 185, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 186:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 45 and 118 through 185 above as

if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 187 Alleges:

Since at least 1995, Clark has failed to test once each calendar quarter, by the method
referenced in 35 ILA.C. § 218.105(g), numerous pressure relief valves in gaseous service,
pipeline valves in gaseous service and compressor seals.

Answer to Paragraph No. 187:

Clark admits that in certain calendar quarters it did not use the referenced miethod to

test certain components, but because this allegation is vague and unspecific, Clark is unable to

admit it or deny it

Paragraph No. 188 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to 1n the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 35 LLA.C.
§ 218.447(a)(2), the Illinois SIP, and the CAA.
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Answer to Paragraph No. 188:

Because the allegation of paragraph 187 are vague and unspecific, Clark is unable to

admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph.

Paragraph No. 189 Alleges:

Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Clark may continue to violate 35 1.A.C.
§ 218.447(a)(2), the Illinois SIP, and the CAA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 189:

Deniec_i.

Paragraph No. 190 Alleges:

Pursuant to~Section 113(b) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413(b), Pub. L. 104-134 and 61 Fed.
Reg. 69,360 (Dec. 31, 1996), Clark is liable for injunctive relief and (1) a civil penalty of up
to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to January 30, 1997, and (2) a civil
penalty of up to $27,500 per day for each violation occurring on or after January 30, 1997.

Answer to Paragraph No. 190:

Denied.

SIXTEENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CWA)
Discharge of Pollutants Without an NPBES Permit

Paragraph No. 191 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 7 and 46
through 94, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 191:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 7 and 46 through 94 above as if

fully set forth herein.
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Paragraph No. 192 Alleges:

On numerous occastons since at least 1993, Clark has discharged pollutants into the waters of
the United States without an NPDES permit issued by U.S. EPA or the State of Ilinois.

Answer to Paragraph No. 192:

The allegations of the paragraph are too vague and unspecific for Clark to admit or
deny them, but to the extent Clark understands them, Clark admits that it made discharges
into waters of the United States on occasions since 1993, and Clark denies the remaining
allegations of the paragraph.

Paragraph No. 193 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of the CWA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 193:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 194 Alleges:

Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Clark may continue to violate the CWA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 194:

Denied. -

Paragraph No. 195 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 309(b) and (d) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1319%(b) and (d), ané Pub. L..
104-134 and 61 Fed. Reg. 69,360 (December 31, 1996), Clark is liable for injunctive relief
and (1) a civil penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to

January 30, 1997, and (2) a civil penalty of up to $27,500 per day for each violation
occurring on or after January 30, 1997,

Answer to. Paragraph No. 195

Denied.
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SEVENTEENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CWA)
Exceedance of Effluent Limits

Parapraph No. 196 Allepes:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 7, 46 through
94, and 191 through 193, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 196:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 7, 46 through 94, and 191
through 195 above as if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 197 Alleges:

Since at least January 18, 1994, Clark has caused or allowed "pollution" or the discharge of
"sewage," "industrial waste” or "other wastes" from the Facility into a "sewerage system"
under the jurisdiction of the MWRDGC, within the meaning of Article Il and Article I1I,

Section ! of the MWRDGC Ordinance.

Answer to Paraéraph No. 197:

Admitted.

Paragraph No. 198 Alleges:

On numerous occasions since at least January 18, 1994, discharges from Clark’s Facility to a
sewerage system under the jurisdiction of the MWRDGC exceeded the pollutant concentration
limits set forth in Section ! of Appendix B to the MWRDGC Ordinance and the federal
categorical pretreatment standards set forth in 40 C.F.R. § 419.25, both of which are set forth
in Discharge Authorization ("DA") 13468-1, including criteria or standards applicable to
discharges of fats, oils and greases, ammonia, and mercury. In addition, on numerous
occaslons since at least January 27, 1994, discharges from Clark’s Facility to a sewerage
system under the jurisdiction of the MWRDGC did not conform to criteria or effluent quality
standards in Appendix B of the MWRDGC Ordinance governing the acidity or alkalinity
("pH") of discharges.

Answer to Parasraph No, 198:

Clark admits.-that on more than one occasion on or after January 18, 1994, discharges

from its facility to a sewerage system under the jurisdiction of the MWRDGC exceeded the
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referenced pollutant concentration limits and the criteria governing pH, but because this
allegation 1s vague and unspecific Clark is unable to admit or deny it.

Paragraph No. 199 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of DA
13468-1, Article I, Section 1 of the MWRDGC Ordinance, the limits in Appendix B to the

Ordinance, 40 C.F.R. §§ 403.5(d) and 419.25, and Section 307(d) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C.
§ 1317(d).

Answer to Paragraph No. 199:

Because the allegations of paragraph 198 are vague and unspecific, Clark is unable to
admit or deny the allegations of this paragraph.

Paragraph No. 200 Alleges:

Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Clark may continue to violate DA 13468-1,
Article III, Section 1 of the MWRDGC Ordinance, the limits in Appendix B to the Ordinance,
40 C.F.R. §§ 403.5(d) and 419.25, and the CWA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 200:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 201 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 309(b) and (d) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1319(b) and (d), aifid Pub. L.
104-134 and 61 Fed. Reg. 69,360 (December 31, 1996), Clark is liable for injur{gtive relief
and (1) a civil penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to
January 30, 1997, and (2) a civil penalty of up to $27,500 per-day for each violation
occurring on or after January 30, 1997.

Answer to Paragraph No. 201:

Denied.
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EIGHTEENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CWA)
Failure to Maintain Pretreatment Eguipment

Paragraph No. 202 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 7, 46 through
94, and 191 through 201, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 202:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 7, 46 through 94, and 191

through 201 above as if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 203 Alleges:

Since at least 1994, Clark has failed to install and/or maintain pretreatment facilities,
inciuding its dissolved air floatation ("DAF") skimmer and aerator, adequately to prevent
violations of pollutant concentration limits.

Answer to Paragraph No. 203:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 204 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of
Section C, Item 4 of DA 13468-1 and the CWA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 204:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 205 Allepes:

Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Clark may continue to violate Section C, Item 4
of DA 13468-1 and the CWA.
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Answer to Paragraph No. 205:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 206 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 309(b) and (d) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1319(b) and (d), and Pub. L.
104-134 and 61 Fed. Reg. 69,360 (December 31, 1996), Clark is liable for injunctive relief
and (1) a civil penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to

January 30, 1997, and (2) a civil penalty of up to $27,500 per day for each violation
occurring on or after January 30, 1997.

Answer to Paragraph No. 206:

Denied.

NINETEENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CWA)
Unpermiited Bypass of Wastewater Treatment Facilitv

Parapraph No. 207 Alleges:

Plaintiff reaileges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 7, 46 through
94, ard 191 through 206, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 207:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 7, 46 through 94, and 191

through 206 above as if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 208 Alleges:

The wastewater flow system of Clark’s treatment facility is designed such that a portion of the
Blue Island Refinery’s process wastewater can be diverted from the Facility’s wastewater
treatment system during high flow conditions, such as rain events.

Answer to Paragraph No. 208:

Because the referenced wastewater flow system was installed by a predecessor of

Clark, Clark is unable to admit or deny the allegation regarding what the system was designed

to do.



Paragraph No. 209 Alleges:

On numerous occasions since at least 1993, Clark has intentionally diverted, or bypassed,
untreated process wastewater away from its wastewater treatment system to the MWRDGC.

Answer to Paragraph No. 209:

Clark admits that it has bypassed untreated process wastewater on more than one
occasion, but because this allegation is vague and unspecific Clark is unable to admit or deny
it.

Paragraph No. 210 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 40 C.F.R.
§ 403.17(d) and the CWA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 21£:

Because the allegaticns of paragraph 209 are vague and unspecific, Clark is unable to
admit or deny the allegation of this paragraph.

Paragraph No. 211 Allepes:

Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Clark may continue to violate 40 C.F.R.
§ 403.17(d) and the CWA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 211:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 212 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 30%b) and (d) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1319(b) and (d), and Pub. L.
104-134 and 61 Fed. Reg. 69,360 (December 31, 1996), Clark is liable for injunctive relief
and (1) a civil penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to
January 30, 1997, and (2) a civil penalty of up to $27,500 per day for each violation
occurring on or after January 30, 1997.

Answer to Paragraph No. 212:

Denied.
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TWENTIETH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CWA) _
Failure to Provide Notice of Bypass of Wastewater Treatment Facility

Paragraph No. 213 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 7, 46 through
94, and 191 through 212, above.

Answer to Paragranh No. 213:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 7, 46 through 94, and 191
through 212 above as if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 214 Alleges:

On numerous occasions since at least 1993, Clark has diverted untreated process wastewater

from its wastewater treatment system to MWRDGC without providing notice of the bypass to
MWRDGC.

Answer to Parasraph No. 214:

Clark admits that on mcre than one occaston it has diverted untreated process
wastewater from its wastewater treatment system to the MWRDGC without providing notice,

but because this allegation is vague and unspecific Clark is unable to admit or deny it.

Paragraph No. 215 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 40 C.F.R.
§ 403.17(c) and the CWA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 215:

Because the allegation of paragraph 214 are vague and unspecific, Clark is unable to .

admit or deny the allegation of this paragraph.

Paragraph No. 216 Alleges:

Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Clark may continue to violate 40 C.F.R.
§ 403.17(¢) and the CWA.
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Answer to Paragraph No. 216:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 217 Allepes:

Pursuant to Section 309(b) and (d) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1319(b) and (d), and Pub. L.
104-134 and 61 Fed. Reg. 69,360 (December 31, 1996), Clark is liable for injunctive relief
and (1) a civil penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to
January 30, 1997, and (2) a civil penalty of up to $27,500 per day for each violation
occurring on or after January 30, 1997.

Answer to Paragraph No. 217;

Denied.

TWENTY-FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CWA)
Standards Relating to Fire, Explosion_or Worker Health and Safety

Paragraph No. 218 Allepes:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 7, 46 through
94, and 191 through 217, above.

_Answer 1o Paragraph No. 218:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 7, 46 through 94, and 191
through 217 above as if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 219 Alleges:

On numerous occasions since 1993, Clark has introduced into a POTW pollutants that create a
fire or explosion hazard in the POTW, and/or pollutants that result in the presence of toxic
gases. vapors or fumes within the POTW in a quantity that may cause acute worker health
and safety problems.

Answer to Paraeraph No. 219:

Denied.
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Paragraph No. 220 Alleges:

The acts referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 40 C.F.R. § 403.5(b)
and Section 307(d) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1317(d).

Answer to Paragraph No. 220:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 221 Alleges:

On numerous occasions since at least 1993, discharges from Clark’s Facility to a sewerage
system under the jurisdiction of the MWRDGC contained liquids, solids and/or gases that by
reason of their nature and quantity, were sufficient to cause fire or explosion or be injurious
in any other way to the sewerage system or to the operation of water reclamation facilities, or
such discharges contained noxious or malodorous liquids, gases or substances sufficient to
create a hazard to life, cause injury or prevent entry into the sewer for maintenance or repair.

Answer to Paragraph No. 221:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 222 Alleges:

The acts referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of Appendix B, Section 2
of the MWRDGC Ordinance and Section 307(d) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1317(d).

Answer to Paragraph No. 222:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 223 Alleges:

Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Clark may continue to violate the CWA.

Answer to Paracraph No. 223:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 224 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 309(b) and (d) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1319(b) and (d), and Pub. L.
104-134 and 61 Fed. Reg. 69,360 (December 31, 1996), Clark is liable for injunctive relief
and (1) a civil penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to
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January 30, 1997, and (2) a civil penalty of vup to $27,500 per day for each violation
occurring on or after January 30, 1997,

Answer to Paragraph No. 224:

Denied.

TWENTY-SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CWA)
Discharge of Qil into Navigable Waters of the United States

Paragraph No. 225 Alleges:

Plaintff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 7, 46 through
94, and 191 through 224, above. '

Answer to Paragraph No. 225:

~ Clark realleges 1ts answers to paragraphs 1 through 7, 46 through 94, and 191
through 224 above as if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 226 Alleges:

On numerous occasions since at least 1993, Clark has discharged oil into the navigable waters
in such quantities that violate applicable water quality standards or cause a film or sheen uporn
or discoloration of the water on adjoining shorelines.

Answer to Paragraph No. 226:

Clark admits that on more than one occasion it has discharged oil into navigable water
that caused a sheen upon the water, but because this allegation is vague and unspecific Clark
is unable to admit or deny it.

Paragraph No. 227 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 40 C.F.R.
§ 110.3 and the CWA.
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Answer to Paragraph No. 227:

Because the allegation of paragraph 226 are vague and unspecific, Clark is unable to
admit or deny the allegation of this paragraph.

Paragraph No. 228 Alleges:

As a result of Clark’s violations of 40 C.F.R. § 110.3 and the CWA, Clark is liable for (1) a
civil penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to January 30, 1997,

and (2) a civil penalty of up to $27,500 per day for each violation occurring on or after
January 30, 1997.

Answer to Paragraph No. 228:

Denied.

TWENTY-THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CWA)
Failure to Submit Spili Notifications te the Repional Administrator

Paragraph No. 229 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 7, 46 through
94, and 191 through 228, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 229:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 7, 46 through 94, and 191
through 228 above as if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 230 Alleges:

On numerous occasions since at east May 4, 1994, Clark has failed to provide spill

notifications containing the information listed in 40 C.F.R. § 112.4(a)(1)-(11} to the Regional
Administrator.

Answer to Paragraph No. 230:

The allegations of this paragraph are too vague and unspecific to permit Clark to admit

or deny them,
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Parapraph No. 231 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 40 C.F.R.
§ 112.4 and the CWA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 231:

Denied.

Parag.raph No. 232 Alleges:

As a result of Clark’s violations of 40 C.F.R. § 112.4 and the CWA, Clark is liable for (1} a
civil penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to January 30, 1997,
“and (2) a civil penalty of up to $27,500 per day for each violation occurring on or after
January 30, 1997,

Answer to Paragraph No. 232:

Denied.

TWENTY-FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
' (CWA)
Failure to Maintain a Copy of the SPCC Plan at the Facility

Paragraph No. 233 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs | through 7, 46 through
94, and 191 through 232, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 233:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 7, 46 through 94, and 191
through 233 above as if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 234 Alleges:

On August 11, 1994, Clark did not maintain a complete copy of its SPCC Plan at the Blue
Island Refinery, and the SPCC Plan was not available for on-site review during normal
working hours.

Answer to Paragraph No. 234:

Denied.
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Paragraph No. 235 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of the 40 -
C.F.R. § 112.3(e) and the CWA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 235:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 236 Alleges:

~ As a result of Clark’s violations of 40 C.F.R. § 112.3(e) and the CWA, Clark is liable for a
civil penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each violation.

Answer to Paragraph No. 236:

Denied.

TWENTY-FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CWA)
Failure to Implement the SPCC Plan

Parapgraph No. 237 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 7, 46 through
94, and 191 through 236, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 237:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 7, 46 through 94, and 191
through 236 above as if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 238 Alleges:

Clark amended 1ts SPCC Plan on or around September 19, 1994,

Answer to Paragraph No. 238:

Admitted.
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Paragraph No. 239 Alleges:

Clark’s September 19, 1994 SPCC Plan provided that "Clark will investigate secondary
containment modifications to provide secondary containment for each tank sufficient to
contain the capacity of the largest tank in the containment area plus precipitation. . . .
Modifications will be implemented to provide each tank with containment adequate to contain
the entire capacity of the tank plus rainfall, or contingency plans will be developed for tanks
with containment areas that cannot be modified appropriately.” SPCC p. 2-22. Clark’s
September 19, 1994 SPCC Plan also provided, among other things, that "[p]ipe supports for
aboveground installations should be designed to minimize abrasion and corrosion and allow
pipe expansion and contraction." SPCC p. 2-34.

Answer to Paragraph No. 239:

Clark admits that the SPCC plan includes the quoted language and Clark refers to the

.- full document for its terms.

Paragraph No. 240 Alleges:

Clark failed to implement the September 19, 1994 SPCC Plan requirements set forth in the
previous paragraph within six months of the date the SPCC Plan was amended.

Answer to Paragraph No. 240:

The allegations of this paragraph are too vague and unspecific for Clark to admit or
deny them, but to the extent that Clark understands them, they are denied.

Paragraph No. 241 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of the 40
C.F.R. § 112.5 and the CWA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 241:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 242 Alleges:

As a result of Clark’s violations of 40 C.F.R. § 112.5 and the CWA, Clark is liable for (1) a
civil penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to January 30, 1997,

and (2) a civil penalty of up to $27,500 per day for each violation occurring on or after
January 30, 1997,
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Answer to Paragraph No, 242:

Denied.

TWENTY-SIXTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
({CWA)
Failure to Address SPCC Plan Guidelines

Paragraph No. 243 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 7, 46 through
94, and 191 through 242, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 243:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 7, 46 through 94, and 191
through 242 above as if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 244 Alleges:

Since at least September 19, 1994, Clark’s SPCC Plan failed to include a complete discussion
of conformance with the guideline set forth at 40 C.F.R. § 112.7(e)(2)(i1), specifying that all
diked areas should be sufficiently impervious to contain spilled oil.
Answer to Paragraph No. 244:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 245 Alleges:

Since at least September 19, 1994, Clark’s SPCC Plan failed to include a complete discussion
of conformance with the guideline set forth at 40 C.F.R. § 112.7(e){(2)(x), specifying that
visible oil leaks which result in a loss of oil from tank seams, gaskets, rivets, and bolts

sufficiently large to cause the accumulation of oil in diked areas should be promptly
corrected.

Answer to Paragraph No. 245:

Denied.
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Paragraph No. 246 Alleges:

Since at least September 19, 1994, Clark’s SPCC Plan failed to include a complete discussion
of conformance with the guideline set forth at 40 C.F.R. § 112.7(e)(2)(x1), specifying that
mobile or portable oil storage tanks should be positioned or located so as to prevent spilled oil
from reaching navigable waters and that a secondary means of containment should be
furnished for the largest single compartment or tank.

Answer to Paragraph No. 246:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 247 Alleges:

Since at least September 19, 1994, Clark’s SPCC Plan failed to include a complete discussion
2 of conformance with the guideline set forth at 40 C.F.R. § 112.7(e)(3)(v), specifying that
vehicular traffic granted entry into the Facility should be warned verbally or by appropriate
. signs to be sure that the vehicles, because of their size, do not endanger above-ground piping.

Answer to Paragraph No. 247:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 248 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding four paragraphs constitute violations of the
40 C.F.R. § 112.7(e) and the CWA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 248:

Dented.

Paragraph No. 249 Alleges:

As a result of Clark’s violations of 40 C.F.R. § 112.7(e) and the CWA, Clark is liable for (1) .
a civil penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to January 30,
1997, and (2) a civil penalty of up to $27,500 per day for each violation occurring on or after
January 30, 1997.
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Answer to Paragraph No. 249:

Denied.

TWENTY-SEVENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CWA)
Failure to Review the SPCC Plan

Paragraph No. 250 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 7, 46 through
94, and 191 through 249, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 250:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 7, 46 through 94, and 191
through 249 above as if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 251 Alleges:

Clark completed a review of the SPCC Plan for the Blue Jsland Reﬁnéry on or around
August 20, 1990. Clark completed the next review of the SPCC Plan for the Blue Island

Refinery on or around September 19, 1994, Clark completed a further of the SPCC Plan for
the Blue Island Refinery on or around July 1, 1998.

Answer to Paragraph No. 251:

Clark denies that the most recent revision of the SPCC Plan was completed on July I,
1998, and states that such revision was completed on July 9, 1998. Clark admits the
remaining allegations of this paragraph.

Paragraph No. 252 Alleges:

For at least the periods from August 20, 1993 to September 18, 1994 and from September 20,
1997 to June 30, 1998, Clark failed to review the SPCC Plan for the Facility.

Answer to Paragraph No. 252:

Denied.
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Parapraph No. 253 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of the 40
C.F.R. § 112.5(b) and the CWA.

Answer to Paragraph No. 253:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 254 Alleges:

As a result of Clark’s violations of 40 C.F.R. § 112.5(b) and the CWA, Clark is liable for
(1) a civil penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to January 30,
1997, and (2) a civil penalty of up to $27,500 per day for each violation o¢curring on or after
January 30, 1997.

Answer to Paragraph No. 254:

Denied.

TWENTY-EIGHTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
‘ (RCRA)}
Failure to Keep Containers Closed

Paragranh No. 255 Allepes:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 7 and 95
through 112, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 255:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 7 and 95 through 112 above as if
fully set forth herein.

Paracraph No. 256 Alleges:

On at least March 20. 1997, Clark failed to keep a container holding hazardous waste at the
Facility closed when waste was not being added or removed.
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Answer to Parasraph No. 256:

The allegations of this paragraph are too vague and unspecific to permit Clark to admit

or deny them.

Paragraph No; 257 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 35 I.A.C.

§§ 722.134(a)(1) and 725.273 of the federally approved hazardous waste management
program for the State of Illinois.

Answer to Paragraph No. 257:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 258 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 3008(a) and (g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6928(a) and (g), Clark is liable
for a civil penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each violation.

Answer to Paragraph No. 258

Denied.

TWENTY-NINTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(RCRA)
Failure to Date and Mark Hazardous Wast Containers

Paragraph No. 259 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 7, 95 through
112, and 255 through 258, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 259:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 7, 95 through 112, and 255

through 259 above as if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 260 Alleges:

On at least March 3, 1997, Clark accumulated hazardous waste on-site in a container without
clearly marking the container with the date upon which the period of accumulation began.
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Answer to Paragraph No. 260:

The allegations of this paragraph are too vague and unspecific to permit Clark to admit

or deny them.

Paragraph No. 261 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 35 LA.C.

§ 722.134(a)(2) of the federally approved hazardous waste management program for the State
of Illinois.

Answer to Paragraph No. 261:

Denied.

’ Paragraph No. 262 Alleges:

On at least March 3, 1997, Clark accurnulated hazaidous waste on-site in a container without
clearly labeling or marking the container with the words, "Hazardous Waste."

Answer to Paragraph No. 262:

The allegations of this paragraph are too vague and unspecific to permit Clark to admit

or deny them.

Paragraph No. 263 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 35 LLA.C.
§ 722.134(a)(3) of the federally approved hazardous waste management program for the State
of Ilinois.

Answer to Paragraph No. 263:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 264 Allepes:

Pursuant to Section 3008(a) and (g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6928(a) and (g), Clark is liable
for a civil penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each violation.
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Answer to Paragraph No. 264:

Dented.

THIRTIETH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(RCRA)
Failure to Compiete Land Disposal Restriction Notifications

Paragraph No. 265 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 7, 95 through
112, and 255 through 264, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 265:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 7, 95 through 112, and 255

through 264 above as if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 266 Alleges:

On numerous occasions since at least 1994, Clark, when shipping-was‘te off-site that is
restricted from land disposal under 35 1.A.C. Part 728, has failed to include all of the
information required by 35 [LA.C. § 728.107 in land disposal restriction notifications.

Answer to Paragraph No. 266:

The allegations of this paragraph are too vague and unspecific for Clark to admit or

deny them.

Paragraph No. 267 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 35 [.A.C.
§ 728.107 of the federally approved hazardous waste management program for the State of
[llinois.

Answer 1o Paragraph No. 267:

Denied.
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Paragraph No. 268 Alleges:

Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Clark may continue to violate the federally
approved hazardous waste management program for the State of Illinois.

Answer to Parapraph No. 268:;

Denied.

Paragraph No. 269 Allepes:

Pursuant to Section 3008(a) and (g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6928(a) and (g), Pub. L. 104-134
and 61 Fed. Reg. 69,360 (Dec. 31, 1996), Clark is liable for injunctive relief and (1) a civil
penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to January 30, 1997, and
(2) a civil penalty of up to $27,500 per day for each violation occurring on or after

January 30, 1997,

Answer to Paracraph No. 269:

Denied.

THIRTY-FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEY
(RCRA)
Failure to Minimize the Threat of Release

Paragraph No. 270 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 7, 95 through
112, and 255 through 269, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 270:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 7, 95 through 112, and 255
through 269 above as if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 271 Alleges:

Since at least March 3, 1997, Clark has not maintained and operated the overflow pit, the dike
of tanks 31 and 59, the dike of tank 28, and the crude unit at the Blue Island Refinery to
minimize the possibility of any release of hazardous waste or hazardous waste constituents to
the soil that could threaten human health or the environment.
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Answer to Parapgraph No. 271:

The allegations of this paragraph are too vague and unspecific for Clark to admit or

deny. To the extent that Clark understands the allegations of this paragraph, Clark denies

them.

Paragraph No. 272 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 35 [.A.C.
§ 725.131, as referenced by 35 I.A.C. § 722.134(a)(4), of the federally approved hazardous
waste management program for the State of [llinois.

Answer to Parapraph No. 272:

Denied.

Parapraph No. 273 Alleges:

Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Clark may continue to violate the federaily
approved hazardous waste management program for the State of Illinois.

Answer to Paragraph No. 273:

Dehied.

Paragraph No. 274 Allepes:

Pursuant to Section 3008(a) and (g) of RCRA 42 U.S.C. § 6928(a) and (g), Pub: L. 104-134
and 61 Fed. Reg. 69,360 (Dec. 31, 1996), Clark is liable for injunctive relief and (1) a civil
penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to January 30, 1997, and
(2) a civil penalty of up to $27,500 per day for each violation occurring on or after

Answer to Paragrash No. 274:

Denied.
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THIRTY-SECOND -CLAIM FOR RELIEF -
(RCRA)
Failure to Determine the Average VO Concentration of Hazardous Waste

Paragraph No. 275 Allepes:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 7, 95 through
112, and 255 through 274, above.

Answer to Paragraph No. 275;

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 7, 95 through 112, and 255
through 274 above as 1if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 276 Alleges:

Since at least December 6, 1996, Clark, has failed to determine the average volatile organic
("VO") concentration of certain hazardous wastes at the point of waste origination using either
direct measurement or by knowledge.

Answer to Parasraph No. 276:°

The allegations of this paragraph are too vague and unspecific for Clark to admit or
deny. To the extent that Clark understands the allegations of this paragraph, Clark denies
them.

Paragraph No. 277 Allepes:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 40 C.F.R.
§ 265.1084(a)(2).

Answer to Paragraph No. 277:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 278 Alleges:

Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Clark may continue to violate the requirements of
RCRA.



Answer to Paragraph No. 278:

Denied.

. Paragraph No. 279 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 3008(a) and (g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6928(a) and (g), Pub. L. 104-134
and 61 Fed. Reg. 69,360 (Dec. 31, 1996), Clark is liable for injunctive relief and (1) a civil
penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to January 30, 1997, and

(2) a civil penalty of up to $27,500 per day for each violation occurring on or after
January 30, 1997,

Answer to Paragraph No. 279:

Denied.

THIRTY-THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF
- (RCRA)
Treatment, Storage or Disposal of Hazardous Waste Without a Permit

Paragraph No. 280 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs | through 7, 95 through
112, and 255 through 279, above.

Answer to Paracraph No. 280:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 7, 95 through 112, and 255

through 279 above as if fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 281 Alleges:
On several occasions since at least 1993, Clark has discharged hazardous waste to the diked
areas of tank 55 and tank 28 without a permit and without interim status, and has otherwise

treated, stored or disposed of hazardous wastes without a permit and without interim status.

Answer to Paragraph No. 281:

The allegations of this paragraph are too vague and unspecific for Clark to admit or

deny. To the extent that Clark understand the allegations of this paragraph, Clark denies

-/

them.



Paragraph No. 282 Allepes:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of 35 1.A.C.
§ 703.121(a) and Section 3005(e) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6925(e).

Answer to Paragraph No. 282:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 283 Alleges:

Unless restrained by an Order of the Court, Clark may continue to violate RCRA and the
federally approved hazardous waste management program for the State of Iilinois.

- Answer to Paragraph No. 283:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 284 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 3008(a} and (g) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6928(a) and (g), Pub. L. 104-134
and 61 Fed. Reg. 69,360 (Dec. 31, 1996), Clark is liable for injunctive relief and (1) a civil
penalty of up to $25,000 per day for each violation occurring prior to January 30, 1997, and

(2) a civil penalty of up to 327,500 per day for each violation occurring on or after
January 30, 1997.

Answer to Paragraph No. 284:

Denied.

THIRTY-FORTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(CERCLA)
Failure to Notifv National Response Center

Parapraph No. 285 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 7 and 113
through 114, above,

Answer to Paragraph No. 285:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 7 and 113 through 114 above as if

fully set forth herein.
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Paragraph No. 286 Alleges:

On several occasions since at least 1994, Clark has failed to immediately notify the National
Response Center of releases from its Facility of hazardous substances in an amount equal to
or greater than the reportable quantity for those substances.

Answer to Paragraph No. 286:

The allegations of this paragraph are too vague and unspecific to permit Clark to admit

or deny them.

Paragraph No. 287 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of
Section 103(a) of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. § 9603.

Answer to Paragraph No. 287:

Denied.

Paragraph No. 288 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 109(c)(1) of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. § 9609(c)(1), Clark is liable for civil
penalties in an amount not to exceed $25,000 per day for each day the violation continues,

and in an amount not to exceed $75,000 per day for each day that any second or subsequent
violation continues.

Answer to Paragraph No. 288:

Denied.

THIRTY-FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(EPCRA)
Failure to Notify State and Local Authorities

Paragraph No. 289 Alleges:

Plaintiff realleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 7 and 115
through 117, above.
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Answer to Paragraph No. 289:

Clark realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 7 and 115 through 117 above as if

fully set forth herein.

Paragraph No. 290 Alleges:

On several occasions since at least 1994, Clark has failed to notify the SERC
immediately of a release of a hazardous or extremely hazardous substance as required by

Section 304(a) of EPCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 11004(a).

Answer to Paragraph No. 290:

The allegations of this paragraph are too vague and unspecific to permit Clark to admit

or deny them.

Faragraph No. 291 Alleges:
On several occasions since at least 1994, Clark has failed to notify the LEPC immediately of
a release of a hazardous or extremely hazardous substance as required by Section 304(a) of

EPCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 11004(a).

Answer to Paragraph No. 291:

The allegations of this paragraph are too vague and unspecific to permit Clark to admit
or deny them.

Paragraph No. 292 Alleges:

On several occasions since at least 1994, Clark has failed to provide a written follow-up
emergency notice to the SERC as soon as practicable afier a release which requires notice
under Section 304(a) of EPCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 11004(a), in accordance with the requirements
of Section 304(c) of EPCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 11004(c).

Answer to Paragraph No. 292:

The allegations of this paragraph are too vague and unspecific to permit Clark to admit

or deny them.
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Paragraph No. 293 Alleges:

On several occasions since at least 1994, Clark has failed to provide a written follow-up
emergency notice to the LEPC as soon as practicable after a release which requires notice
under Section 304(a) of EPCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 11004(a), in accordance with the requirements
of Section 304(c) of EPCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 11004(c).

Answer to Paragraph No. 293:

The allegations of this paragraph are too vague and unspecific to permit Clark to admit
or deny them.
Paragraph No. 294 Alleges:

The acts or omissions referred to in the preceding paragraph constitute violations of
Section 304 of EPCRA, 42 UJ.S.C. § 110104.

Answer to Paragraph No. 294:

Denied.

P4ragraph No. 295 Alleges:

Pursuant to Section 325(b)(3) of EPCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 11045(b)(3),- Clark is liable for civil
penalties in an amount not to exceed $25,000 per day for each day the violation continues,

and in an amount not to exceed $75,000 per day for each day that any second or subsequent
violation continues.

Answer to Paragraph No. 295;

Denied.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

Clark states the following defenses without assuming the burden of proof that would

otherwise rest on plaintiff with respect to any such defense.

1. Each claim alleged herein is barred to the extent it reaches back more than the

applicable limitations period.
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WHEREFORE, Defendant Clark prays that this Court enter judgment in its favor,
dismiss with prejudice the claims set forth in the Complaint, and award such other relief as
the Court deems just and proper.

- Dated: January 15, 1998

CLARK REFINING & MARKETING, INC.

M @ﬁ/x

One of Its Attomeys

John C. Berghoft, Jr.

Russell R. Eggert

Michael P. Rissman

MAYER, BROWN & PLATT
190 South LaSalle Street
Chicago, [llinois 60603

(312) 782-0600
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned attorney certifies that he caused the foregoing Clark Refining and

Marketing, Inc.’s Answer to be served on January 15, 1999, via first class mail, postage pre-
paid, to:

Linda Wawzenski

Assistant United States Attorney
219 South Dearborn Street
Chicago, IL 60604

James D. Freeman

Frances M. Zizila

Trial Attorneys

Environmental Enforcement Section
U.S. Department of Justice

999 Eighteenth Street

Suite 945 - North Tower

Deaver, CO 80202

Rodger Field

Roger Grimes

Leslie Kirby

Associate Regional Counsels

United States Environmental
Protection Agency

77 West Jackson Boulevard

Chicago, IL 60604

Ellen O’Laughlin

Assistant Attorney General

100 West Randolph Street, 11th floor
Chicago, IL 60601
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Michael P. Rissman



Staie of Illinois

ENVJRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGE:NCY

Mary A. Gade, Director ’ 2200 Churchill Road, Springfield, FL 62794-9276

708/338-7900

CERTIFIEL # O 36 O 85} 3 X%

May 20,1994

Clark 0i1 & Refining

Attn: Ron Snook, Envircnmental Manager
i3Vst and Kedzie

Blue Island, Illinocis 60406

Re: PRE-LCNFORCEMENT CONFERENCE [ETTER
031024C005 -~ Cook County
Clark Oil & Refining
ILB005109822
Compliance File

Dear Mr. Snook:

By copy of this letter the Illinois Environmental Protection Ageicy hereby
informs you of apparent violations of the Ii1linois Environmental Protection
Act and/or rules and regulations adopted thereunder. These apparent
violations are based on a April 13, 1994 inspection and are set forth in
Attachment A of this letter.

As a result of these apparent violation(s), it is our intent to refer this

“matter to the Iliinois Envivonmental Protectlon Agency's ("Agency") legal

staff for the preparation of a formal enforcement case. The Agency's legal
staff wili, in turn, refer this matter to the Office of the Attorney General
or the State s Attorney's Office for the filing of a formal complaint.

CPrior to taking such action, however, you are requesied to attend a

Pre-Enforcement Conference to be held at the Maywood Regional Office, 1701
South First Avenue, Suite 600, Maywood, ITlinois. The purpose of this
conference will be: '

1. to discuss the validity of the apparent viclations -identified on the
fnspection report and

2. to arrive at a program to eliminate existing and/br future violations.

You should, therefore, bring such personnel and records to the conference
which witl enabie a complete discussion of the above items. MWe have scheduled
the conference for June 1, 1994 at 11:00 a.m. If this arrangement is
inconvepient, you may arrange for an alternative date and time.

In addition, please be advised that this letter constitutes the rnotice
required by section 31(d) of the I11inois Environmental Protection Act prior
to the filing of a formal complaint. The cited section orf the Illinois
Environmental Protection Act requires the I1linois Environmental Protection

Printed o5 Bacycled Paper
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Agency to inform you of the charges which are to be atleged and offer you
npportunity to mect with anpropriate off.cials within thirty (303 days of
notice date in an effort to resolve such conflict which could Test tu ihe
filing of formal .ction.

If either the above mentioned conference date or time is inconvenient, or
you have any questions regarding =his letter, piease contact Aaron Taylor

708/338-7900.
Sincerely,

Ml D CAMMJVL}’ .

Glenn 0. Savage, Jr., Manager
Field Operations Section

Division of Land Poltution Control
Bureau of Land

QDS :AT-DV:ct,695w,86-87
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1.

2.

3.

ATTACHMENT A

Pursuant to Section 21(p)(1) of the I1linois Environmental Protection Act,
I117. Rev. Stat., Ch. 111-1/2, Sec. 100! et seq. nc person shall cause or
allow litter. .

“You are in apparent violation of Section 21{p){1) of the Act for the
following veason: Your vacuum truck emptied a special waste on the ground.

Pursuant fo Section 21¢a) of the IlTlingis Environmental Protection Act,
I11. Rev. Stat., Ch. 111 /2, Sec. 1001 et seqg. no person shall cause or
allow the open dumping of any waste. You are in apparent violation of
Section 21(a)y of the Act for the following reason{s): Your vacuum truck
emptied a special waste on the Ivound.

Pursuan®t to Section 21(d) of the Il1lincis Environmental Protection Act,
I11. Rev. Stat., Ch. 111 1/2, Sec. 100i et seqg. no perscn shall conduct
any waste-storage, waste-ireatment, or waste-disposal operation:

1. Without a permit granted by the Agency or in viotation of any
conditions imposed by such permit, including pericdic reports and
full access to adequate records and the inspection of facitities, as
may be necessary to assure compliance with this Act and with
regulations and standards adopted thereunder; provided, however, that
no permit shall be required for any person conducting a
waste-storage, waste-treatment, or waste-disposal operations for
wastes generated by such person’s own activities which are stored,
treated, or disposed within the site ‘where such wastes are generated;

- or,

2. In violatiorn .7 any:regulatiOﬂs or standards adopted by the Boérd
under this Act.-

This subsection (d) shall not apply to hazardous waste.

You are in apparent violation of Section 21(d} of the Act for the
following reason(s): Your vacuum truck emptied a special waste on the
ground and your faciiity is not permitted for this activity. You are
disposing of a special waste withcut an Agency permit.

DV:ct,695w,89
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State of Illinois

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Mary A. Gade, Director

217/782=-6761

February 3, 1994

Clark 0il and Refining

Attn: stafford Jacques, Asst. Director
of Envirommental Control

13ist and Kedzie

Blue Island, Illinois 60406

‘Re: 0310240005 -~ Cook County

Clark 0il and Refining
TLDO0B103822
Compliance File

Dear Mr. Jacques:

on December 6, 1993 your facility was inspected by Aaron
Taylor of the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency. The
purpose of this inspection was to determine your facility's
compliance with 35 Illinois Administrative Code, Part 722,
Subparts A through E; Part 725, Subparts A *hrough E, I, J,
and O; and Part 728, Subparts A through E. At the time of
the inspection, nec apparent violations addressed as part of
the inspection were observed.

For your information, a copy of the inspection report is
enclosed. If you have any gquestions regarding the above

matter, plesase contact Aaron Taylor at 708/531-5300.

Brian S. White, Manager
Compliance Unit _ '
Planning and Reporting Section
Bureau of Land

BSW:AT:dv -

bee: Division File

Maywood Begion
Aaron Taylor
Deanne Virgin

2200 Churchill Road, Springfield, IL 62794-9276




CLARK OIL & REFINING CORPORATION

1315T AND KEDZIE AVENUE
POST OFFICE BOX 297

BLUE ISLAND, ILLINOIS 60408-0297
OFFICE: (708) 385-5000

FAX;: (708) 3850781

January 6, 19?{(-(

Mr. Bur Filson
Manager, Northern Sub Unit

Itlinois Environmental Protection Agency
2200 Churchill Road

Springficid, 1L 52704

i pedaipn

Re; IEMA #933266 7 g o - ' K
Clark Refining & Marketing Inc. / v 2 q oS (@/ C é//lfw
Biue Island, IL 60406 C ¢ A {C 0 L
e
LS
Dear Mr. Filson:

This letter is in reference to a telephone conversation with Mr. Craig Steinheimer from Illinois
EPA LUST Division, on Tuesday, January 4, 1994 and IEMA's Notification Number 933266. On
December 22, 1993 Clark Refining & Marketing, Inc. (Clark) notified IEMA of a release of
gasoline from an "aboveground storage tank". The release occurred on Clark's property, in a dike
surrounding the aboveground storage tank.

Clark has since received a package from the LUST Section of Illinois EPA, requesting the
normally required LUST reports. Since this release occurred from an aboveground storage tank
and not an underground storage tank, the forms received are not applicable. Please modify your
records to reflect this change.

Clark is committed to full cooperation with Illinois EPA. If you have any questions, please
contact me.

Sincerely yours,
CLARK REFINING & MARKETING, INC,

o)

Ronald Snook
Environmental Manager

RDS/rs/epa
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Illinois Emergency Management Agency

Pl

| FIELD REPORT |
Incident Number| 3 || 3 S I | s " Dates ” i!i M=,
Notify: ILLINOIS EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY Thme: 0987~
1~ 80O / 782 = 7860 or 217 / 762 -- 7860 Recoived byr KK _
1. Caller:___ _ RON.SNOOE . 14. On Scene Contace:
2. Call back phone#:_708/385-3000 On Scens Phoned:

3. Caller represents:____ CLARK REFINING & MARKETREHGNo. injured: =0~ [ ] Haz-mas related
4. Type of incidentsf ] Fire (] Leak oz Spitt  CORP. Where taken: . e
[ ] Explosion [ ] Water Involvement 16, Public health risks end/or precantions takern,

{ ] Gas or Vaper cloud (] Other_ including # evacuated:
5. Incident Location:
8 QI NGO
City __»rue yarawn .. {]h{]Nesws '
County, __ COOK.. 17. Assimsnce nseded from Suate Agenciss:
Milepost_... {1 RR [] River [] Highway '
ac M mw .
6. .Amlmo!ved:[]mwayl]mﬂ[ﬂmd?wﬂlty NO..
[1 Waterway {] Air [ ] Other__
7. Mastarial (s) Involved: _INT.RADED GASOLINE... 18. Containment/cleanup .cm and plany;
_‘1
[1Gae (] Liquid (] Semi-Solid [] Solia
{1 Pesticide []Rndiondve
CAS #:
UN/MNA & '
Is this & 302 (g) Extremoly Hazardous Substance? 19: Weather: ] sunny {] overcast [ ] night
£] Yes { ] No [ ] Unknown [1dy. cldy. [ ] rain [ Jenow .
Is thiz « RCRA Hazardous Waste? Temnp. . F wind dir. speod . mph.
[]Yn[]No[]Unlmm .
EY«.hthhamnguMmmuY (1N 20: Responsible Party:_g2a
. ' ey . - .
Containerz [ ] Truck [JRR cax [ ] Drvm ' Contact pexsors:___ 41
[ ] Aboveground tank { ] Pipeline ' . Phono #__ A2 _
%] Underground tank: { ] Other, . Madling sddroge:
container siza: : . BLUE ISLAND, II, 6040
8 Ammrd-md._m..sn_zm_ - :
Rate of release: jmin, .
10. Csuspof releass:_LEAK IN LINE. .. .. ... Notificstions: 0959 FAXED IEPA/SEM
11, Estimated spill extent: .
oo [llqum&ug[]aqmyndl
12. [)Occumed Date: Time:
k] Discoversd Dm_':.z.lzz_n_mm_nsm_ S
13, Emmncymlucmud . On scene
( ] Fire ; [] Fire
(] Sheriff, [ 18besier
{1Police . [1Polics

H o . H Gie




oL ARK OlL & REFIMING CORBORATION

gt AN KEQTE AVEMUE
roat DFFICE BOR 39T
LU SLAND IWINDE BT T
SRR (7061 M5
Ty 70 3ASTEI

Tune 15, 1291

vy Larry EasteD

~yyision Of Land zglluzicn Jontrzsl
TIlinols cpvironmental Svprectlian Lgency
Seon churchill zcad

TwrangTieid, Loz aTA

D= =0 Tav ctoraae ImTenslcnh

Cear Mr Taste

This letter S in response
Donna Grant, representing -
Clarkfs request, Jated June

to my -elephone <
13
2, 1892, for a 30

np day store ruie and regquired furcther informaticon.
welow M5, Grant’s questi.ons, follcwed by Clark’s response:

[ocatian of wastes on sitea.

rhe wastes arce gtored in T cubic yard, rcll-orf style
senRralner s bDoxesi. Thoce Toxes are lned ind covered
sith piastic. -nwe boves are located -no 7hat clark’

~@rms The "MorThwest Sroperties’,

ueoman Avenue and Just south of LI7%

. cepnerator’s ZPA and USEPA numpers.
Slark 0Ll & rRefining Corporaticon -
2ige Tsland, IL1inels.

CSEPL < TLD CQL=109~R20

swpp s 310IZ.400G0S

—e Zoorage zedan.

— e cagan TmoTne Cy ey ST
T ; e IrloZIw . LaT:
r= tworage TCifoTedgan on targn L%
-~ rTovaage oo cedan Ta tarca
w= andd LThoiTorage btok o fogan onk o

inois EPA.  ¥s.

-~ig 1rea .5 West -

~nversaticn with Ms..

Grant nas reviewed
day extensicn of the
clease find

-

- ztreel.

slue To.and Rerinery




bl

Mr. Larry Lastap

Tllinois Environmental Protection Agency

June 15,
. Page W

19493

s on: Wny new waste stiream and why

= -

Discussion or deatal
rihe delay?

Thie waterial s usually disposed of through alternatlive
“uel blenders, as an oily waste (KO&9, Fo37, and KO051).
{n Clark’s commritment To hazardous waste reduction, ¥

attenpted to reduce the hazardous waste genarated by
performing a Jaste reducticn procedure. Clark contracted
with a company ©o centrifuge the cily sludge in ordexr o
recyele the oil, Zisposed of the water phase throudh
~larkfs wastewater —reathent system, and tien dispose ot
~we soalids in & Landfill. Upon =zralyses ot the solld
—aterizl to ce .andfillea. =xe ovUanide zoncentration
sxceeded The appliicable limaits.

Slark then attenpted o contragy vita nazardous waste
treatment companies to dispose cf the solld marerials anad
procure the applicaple pernlts for treatment and disposal
purposes. These procedures have taken longer than
expected, for this reason Clark is rrequesting the 30 day
extension.

~lark is committed to full ccoperation with IZIPA. If you have any
cuye=her guesions, please do not hesitate to contact ae.

sinceraly vours,
TLARK OIL

A

& REFINING CORPORATIO

i N\
DY Lo

rd Jacgues

“nvironmental”Manager

B. Dahm
J. Bernbom




SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECT PROPOSAL

Clark Refinery amd Marketing, Imc.
13001 South Kedzie
Blue Island, Hlinois -

Name of coalition pming Forth the proposak

Citizesis for a Better Environment (CBE), located in Chicago, Ilinois, is patting forth this proposal
based on the U.S. Bavironmental Protection Agency’s request for SEP ideas for possible’
incorporation into settlement of a lawsuit between Clatk Refining and Marketing (Clark) and the
US EPA

Mailing address:

407 5. Dearbormn
Suite 1775
Chicago, Hlinois 60505

Comgact:

Ms. Toanna Hoelscher

Ms. Abigail Jarka

Citizens for 3 Better Envitotunent
(312) 939-1530 ‘

Brief description of the coalition and its interests:

Since 1994, CBE has worked with the residents of Blue Isiand, HEinois that reside in relative close
proximity to the Clark refinexy, 1ocated at 13100 South Kedzie, Blue Island, Illinois, to address
concerns abont accidental refeases to the snvironment of toxic chergicals. At that time, CBE
worked with a Good Neighbor Committee to develop a Good Neighbor Agreement with Clark.
CRBE and representatives of the Good Neightor Committee, at that tie, had engaged in direct
dialogue with company representatives about Clark’s exnissions and operations; however, Clark
discontinued its involvement with Good Neighbor Commities due to manzgenal changes,
Therefore, & Good Neighbor Agrecment between the commmnity and Clark was never established,

During 1997, the U.S. EPA National Enforcement Investigation Center (NEIC) conducted a oli-

_raedia compliance investigation of the Clark, Blve Island refinery. The results of the investigation

ingicated multiple environmental compliance issues, which are currently the subject of 2 lawsuit .
between the 1.8, BPA and Clark. In light of the pendinglawsuit, CBE hopes to have SEPs that
will ultimately improve refinety opetations incosporated imto the final agrecment between Clark
andthe US. EPA  The proposed SEP projects ave being submiitted solely by CBE and only
represent those projects that CBE put forth as part of the former good neighbor negotictions

with Clark.

What commuiity or geopraphic arer would most bepefit from the proposed project?

Each proposed project would specifically benefit community residexts living and working in
proximity to the Clatk refinery and to Blue Island resideits generally. Additionally, given Clark’s
close proximity to Alsip, certain areas in that commumity would also benefit from the proposed
SEPs. It should be noted that the proposed SEPs not only focus on improving the environment for
the residents nearby the refinery, but also segk to improve the overall refinery operations and, in
some cases, provide a return on byvestment. =



SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECT PROFPOSAL

Clark Refinery and Marketing, Inc.
13001 South Kedzie
Blue Island, Hlinocis

Description of propoesed projects: .

CBE has idestified five specific projects for possible inclusion in the lawsuit settlement as SEPs.
Where possible, estimated costs associated with each project have been identified. The following
list presents the proposed prajects: ‘

a. Leak Detection and Repair program

b. Real-fime fenceline mowitoring

c Pollution prevention gudif

d. Vapor recovery systems in high use loading/unloading areas
e, Safety assessment '

Note that this listing is wof presested in order of priotity.
Nexus:

Each of the proposed projects address emissions, or the potential for emissions, fiom the Clark
refinery to the local citizenry and the environment. Proposals (@), (), (), ane{d) specifically
address the reduction or elimination of emissions associated with certain refinery processes.
Proposal (¢) addresses human health and safety concerns of residents living in close proximity 10
the refinery. - :

Relztionship with improving the quality of buman health or the environment:

© TRI data indicates that Clatk is a significant source of emissions to the Blue Island area, in fact,
Clark is in the top 20% of all TRI facilities zeporting in 1996 for air releases of recognized ,
developmentsl and reprodfictive toxicants. The proposals that focus on emissions montioring and
reduction will witimately reduce pollutant Ioading to the nearby community thersby improving
hteman health and environmental quality,. Conducting and implementing recommendations from a
safety assessment will also improve the jnherent safety of the refinery and minimize the potential

" for cawastrophic accidents that could affect the health and safety of the surrounding community.



SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECT PROPOSAL

PROPOSAL:
OBJECTIVE:

BASIS:

DESCRIPTION:

Clark Refinery and Marketing, Irc,
13001 South Kedzie
Blue Island, Olineis

(n} Uperade the leak detection and repair program.
Reduce fugitive VOC air emissions from the tefinery.

Studies conducted by the U,S. BPA and industries indicate that approximately 90% of.
refinery emissions are airborne and 10% of those emissions are the result of equipment
teleases. ! The same sowrce identifies fugitive emissions from. process equipment and

tank vents to be a sigoificant source of the total refinery emissions. '

Institetz a leak detection and repair program for fitgitive emissions from process
equipment {valves, flanges, pump seals, etc.). At a mininum, an LDAR program would
initially consist of monthly monitoring of sefinery components at a 500 ppm leak
detection level. Leaking components would be xepaixed inmediately (within 15 days
based on regulatory requirements) and re-monitored to confirm the effectiveness of the
repair. Quarterly monitoring of equipment could be conducted when less tham 1% of all
componénts aré found to be leaking at 4 500 ppm detection level, ox when overail
refinery VOC emissions are reduced to less fhan 400 tons/yesr. Repetitively leaking
valves and pumps (defined as leaking more than two times during a ene-year period)
would be replaced with advanced packing or bellows valves, and canned or dual
mechanical seated pumps. '

As part of the LDAR program, Clark would develop an mventory of chronic or high-
sepeat leaking equipment The purpose of this inventory would be to develop a database
of information regarding fgitive emissions thus allowing Clark to address operational
concerns that axs attributing to fugitive emissions fom equipment. The basis for
developing a chronic-leaker inventory is work completed by the Nationai Petrochemicat
and Refiners Association (NPRA) that suggests chronic-leakers aw not distributed

" randomty throughout a refinery.

COBTS:

Costs for implementation of this project have not been evaluated for the Cladk facility.
However, based on previous. studies, 2 guarterly LDAR program at 500 ppm typically
costs $150,000 to $200,000 annualized costs over 135 years.” The expected pay-back
period of this project is oie year.

IS, BPA. Amoco/U.5. EPA Pollution Prevention Project- Yorktown, Visginia, January 1992
2{S. EPA. Amoco/U.S. EPA Poliation Prevention Project- Yorktown, Virginia. Jamnary 1992,

Table3 4a.



SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECT PROPOSAL

PROPOSAL:
OBJECTIVE:

BASIES:

DESCRIFTION:

Clark Reﬁnery and Marketing, Inc.
13001 Seuth Kedzie
Blue Island, Blinois

(b} Femeeline emission monitoring
Monitor emdssions from the refiney

Clark has had docomented permit exceedances of air emissions, mcleding sutfuric acid
and benzene, from refinery operations

This project would consist of installing a contipuons fenceline air emission monitaring
systemn. The first step would be to conduct air dispersion maodeling to evaluate locak air
movement with tespect to meteorological conditions thus allowing Clark to evaluate the

- Tocation and spacing of the monitors. The second step would be to install a coptinuous

fenceline monitoring systetn that, at a minimwm, would monitor benzene, toluene,
ethylbenzene, and toluene (BTEX compounds) as well as 80, and NO.. 1t is anticipated
that the continzons monitor would be installed along facility boundaries adjacent to
residential areas that are most likely to receive the greatest contaminant loads based ot
the modeling. ’ .

As paxt of tlns program, Clark would contract with a third-party contractor to conduct the

" emission monitoring and maintain the equipment in order to maintain consistency and

COS8TS: -

continued operation of the system. Monthly reports wonld be provided to the City
Conncil and Good Neighbor Committes, .

Typical costs for this,equipnient to momitor four compounds and ingtailation range from.
$75,000 to $125,000, Monildy costs for data processing and reporting of foux
conipounds typically range from $7,000 to $20,000 per month.



SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECT PROPOSAL

FROPOSAL:
OBFECTEVE:

BASIS:

DESCRIPTION:

COSTS:

Clexk Refinery and Marketing, Inc.
13001 South Kedzie
Biue Island, Miinois

{&) Comprei;ensi\;e Poltmtion Prevention Assessment
Reduce use, storage, and waste disposal of toxic matexials at the refinery

Clark uses highly toxc materials ot its xefinery (such a8 bydrogen Pisoxide) and isa
significant gencrator of air pollution and hezsrdous waste in Blue Island. The facility isa
copsidered a major-source for afir enmssions wader Clean Adr Act requiremments aad 3 large
quantity generator of hazardous waste under RCRA. A reduction in use and, therefore,
disposal of hazardous materials would ¢ inprove the inherent safety of the plase (use of
safier materials) and reduce toxic emissions to nearby residents. Additionally, pollution
prevention measures will eventually pay for themeselves within a speciiied pay back
preriod ultlmately reducing operation costs to the faoﬂnty

This project would entail Clark engaging the services of 5 consuliasnt, acceptable to the
City Counicil and the Good Neighbor Commitiee, to perform a comprehensive, facility-

wide Pollution Prevention assessment to identify measures which can be implementedto ™~
reduce emissions and waste generation at the refinery.  Specific issues that should be
included in the repost are; ‘

v  refinery catalyst recycling and reuse altematives

e process improvements that result i the redtiction of ongoing wﬁmﬂme apd -

SO, emissions from the FCC vmit

»  subfur acid emission rediiction associated with sulfir recovery plant
It is expected that Clark would work collaboratively with the City Council and the; Good
Neighbor comittes in reviewing, the results of the assessment and implementing its
recommendations. Clark wonld provide the City Council and Good Neighbor
Comutittee periodic updates ontlining poilution prevention initiatives undertaken at the
refinery. As part of this project, Clatk would implernent & program of continuing
pollution prevention research and capital planning/investment so that alternative not
currently feasible could be implemented i the fature.

Costs for implementation of this project have not been evaluated.



SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECT PROPOSAL

Clark Refinery and Marketing, Ine.
13081 South Kedzie
Blue Istand, HBlinois

PROPOSAL:  (d) Vaper Recovery System in High Use Loading/Unloading Areas
OBIECTIVE: Reduce VOC air emissions and release of free-product to the grommd surface -

BASIS: Previous studics indicate that fagitive VOC air emissions from loading/unloading areas
C account for up to 10% of refinery air emissions. Emissions typically contain benzene, a
knowh numan carcinogen

DESCRIPTION: This project consists of instalting vapor recovery systems i high use loadinpg/unloading
areas to collected and condense vapors from petroleum products for reuse. Measargs 10
reduce spillage in loading/unfoading area that should be considered, and if feasible
installed, include: . o
e Paving apd dildng of product transfer areas to limit spills to surface soil,

grossdwater, and surface water .
» Fail-safe design features (watning lights or barriers) to prevent vebicle departure
until transfer lines are completely disconnected . .
e Design of containment areas to facitiiate reuse of spilied petroleumn products.

COSTS:  Costsfor implementation of this project have not been evatuated However, documented
: cost savings associated with recovery of usable praduct and reduced waste disposal costs

were approximately $12,000.
: . B .

3 Epstein, Lois N. A Review of Pollution Prevention Strateiies for Petrolenm Refineries. 1994 NPRA
Environmenta)l Conference. Houston, Texas.



SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECT PROPOSAL

PROPOSAL:
OBJECTIVE:
BASIS:
DESCRIFITON:

Clark Refinery and Marketing, Tne.
13001 South Kedzie
BElue Island, inois

(e) Safety Assessment

Continned evaluation of Clark's safety management progtam.

Occurrence of multipie refinery accidents.

Clak will contract with. an independeni safety specialist 10 condict anpems! safety audite

of the refinery for at least five years. These andits would include an evaluation of the
company’s overall safety management program as well as an assesSment any new

* technologies available to imgrove e jnherend safety of the facility. Clark would work

COSBTS:

with the City Council and Good Neighbor Committez on chousing the independent
contractor, of contractors, assessing of the andit results on a yeerly basis, and
implementing the audit recommendations on 2 yearly beasis.

Costs for implementation of this project have not been evaluated



S

Ui

{1

[

P e
LY

i

:£&£:i§5}ii -Q%%iDQﬁ
(EC?V?u;%%CQNEQW s

BEFORE THE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
OF THE STATE OF TLLINOIS

CLARK OIL & REFINING CORPORATION]
Petitioner,
Vo.

FLLINOLS ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY,

T )

Respondent.

NGO T. I

PCB #
{Provisional Variance)

c E

TO:

porothy Gunn, Clerk

rllinocis Pollution Control Board
Suite 11-500 '

100 wWest Randolph St.

Chicago, I[llincis 60601

stafford Jacgues

Clark 011l & Ref‘ning Corp.
Blue Island Refinery

P.0O. box =27 '

131 8t. & Keuzie Avenue

Blue Island, Illinois 60406

DI,EASE. TAKE NOTICE that I have today filed with the Office of
fhe Clerk of the Pollution Control Board the PROVISIONAL VARIANCE
of the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency, & copy of which is

herewith served upon yolu.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION.AGENCY
OF THE STATE OF ILLINOILS

By: \ﬁ'!f;}' N RTIITR ot
Scott 0. Phillips :

Deputy Counsel
Division of Legal Counsel

Nate: June 28, 1993
Agency Fille #: 334-93

2200 Churchill Road

Post Office Box 19276
springfield, Tliinolis 62794-9276
(217)782-5544

THIS FILING IS SUBMITTED
ON RECYCLED PAPER




BEFORE THE ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

CLARK OIL ARD REFINING CORPORATION, : _ : -
Petitloner, y
- . bce
FLUINOTS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY, )

Respondent., : EBOVISIQNA{
i YVARTANCE

AGENCY RECOMMENDATION

The I1linots Envirgnmentai Frotection Agency recommends that because of an
- sepitrary and unreasonable harcshio.the Petitioner be granted a provisional
s © L ariance for 30 days pursuant to 35 I11. Adm. Code 722.134(b) and Section 37
s the Environmental Protection Act. ACTICH MUST BE TAKEN WITHIN 2 DAYS OF
: NOTIFICATION OF THIS RECOMMENDATION FROM TRE AGENCY.
. 0On June 15; 1993, the Agency received the attached letter from

Petitioner. Petitioner reguests an extension of time pursuant to 35 I111. Adm.

~ode 722.134(bY for its facility in Cook County.

o . The Agency has concluded that the hazardous wastes must remain on-site
g “5r longer than 90 days due to unforeseen, temporary and uncontrollaple
i

L” ~trcumstances and that compiiance with the accumulation time requirements of
35 111. Adm. Code 722.134 would impose, under these circumstances. an
a}bitrary or unreasonable nhardship. The grant of this provisional variance
wopears consistent with 40 CFR 262.34¢5) (1391}, adopted pursuant to the
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1276 {P.L.'94~580). which authorizes
~he Reqgional Administrator for *he ilnited T*ates Envirnnmental Sv~toaction
tgency tO grant Timiiar evtension: cTroup 7T I davs when hazacoous sastes
"yst Cemain on-site for_}onger ERER 50 dav: tue to unforecsen . camperavy, anng

sncenrtroitable circumstances.



3. The Agen(y recommends that Petitioner he granted a provisional -

sariance pursuant to 35 I'MI.

LK

4
DR )
Tate: ~ & )u"”

Y

f

{1

sivision of Legal Counsel

2200 Churcnill Road
st Office Box 19276
Springfield, Litinois

0G:3ar/1097v, 103104

527949278

Adm. Code 722.134¢b} from June 24, 1993 to July

T1Hinois Environmental Protection Agency

_~Scott 0. PRillips
7 Deputy Counsel




v

TR OF ILLINOIS J
) 55
COUNTY QOF SANGAMON }

PROOP OF SERVICE

1 the undersigneda, on oath state that I have served the

o

artached PROVISIONAL VARIANCE upon the person to whom it 1S

directed, by placing a copy in an envelope addressed to:

porothy Gunn, Clerk Stafford Jacgues

T1lincois Polliution control Board Clark ©il & Refining Corp.
Sulte 11500 Blue Island Refinery

100 West Randclph St. : P.0O. box 287

Chicago, fllipolis 60601 131 St. & Kedzie Pvenue
(MESSENGER MAIL] Rlue Island, Illincis 50406

(CERTIFIED MAIL)

and mailing it from Springfield, Iilinois on June 28,. 1993, with
sufficient postage affixed, as indicated above.

*
I

DN v AN G T

L

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN_TO_BEFORE MF

this 28th day of June, 1993.

v -,

Nl et e

R

No%ary Pﬁblic

THIS FILING IS SUBMITTED ON RECYCLED PAPER -

Laeateate et et

fWHU‘L AL %

BARDAKA . o IeGEER

SOTARY PUBLAL STATE OF ILLINOIS - o
MY COMMI Y

!

nr
o

W EXPIRES 4-13-95

PR TIC ey a o ol




ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
: July 1, 1993

CLARK OTL AND REFINTHG

}
CORPORTION, )
' )
petitioner, )
)
V. . ) RPCB 93-125

. ) (Provisional Variance)
TLLINOIS ENYVIRONMENTAL }
PROTECTION AGENCY, )
)
)

Respondent.

ORDER OF THE BOARD (by €. A. Manning) :

This matter comes before the Board on receipt of an Agency
recommendation dated June 30, 1583. The recommandation refers to
s request from petitioner, Clark 0il and Refining Corporation for
a 30-day provisional variance for its Cook County facility from
the 90~day limitation on the storage of hazardous wastes, ag set
forth in 3% I11. Adm. Code 722.134(b), for the periocd from June
24, 1993 to July 24, 1953. - -

Upon receipt of the reguest, the Agency issued its
recommendation, finding that due to unforeseen, temporary and
uncontrollable circumstances, failure to grant the requested 30-
day provisional variance would impose an arbitrary or

unreagonable hardship on Petitioner.

The responsibilities of the Agency and the Board in these

. short~term provisienal variances are different from the

responsibilities in standard variances. See 415 ILCS 5/35(h) &
(¢) (1992) (Ill. Rev. Stat. 1991, ch. 111%, pars. 1035(bk) & (c)).
in provisional variances it is the responsibility of the Agency
to make the technical determinations and finding of arbitrary or
unreasonable hardship. The Board’s responsibility is to adopt a
formal Order, to assure the formal maintenance of the record, to
assure the enforceability of the variance, and to provide
notification of the action by a press release.

Having received the Agency recommendation finding that a
denial of the reguested relief would impose an arbltrary or
unreasonable hardship, the Board hereby grants Petitioner a
provisional variance from 35 Ill. Adm. Code 722.134(b)} from June
24, 1993 to July 24, 1993.

IT IS 350 CRDERED.
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Certified Mail P2h6224035
Return Receipt Requested

Mr. John T. Bernbom

Clark 0i1 & Refining Corporation
131st and Kedzie Avenue

P.0. Box 297

Blue Island, I11inois 60406

Re: Clark 0i1 & Refining Corporation
Blue Island, I1linois
ILD 005 109 822

Dear Mr. Bernbom:

The United States Enyironmental Protection Agenc .S. EPA) has reviewed

all of Clark 0i1' sf?;et actiye" /30 d uests for the

accumulation of hd%ard s waste /in/ containgrs at/yoyr Blue Island facility to

November 4, 1981.)/ The USTE A ha{ als 0 CFR 262.34(b), regarding
to/an

extensions of up tg 30 d emporary, and uncontrollable
circumstances.

d

1

Following the U.S. EPA site visit on 2/11/90, the U.S. EPA has decided, at
our discretion for this case, that a 30-day extension will not be granted.

If there are any questions concerning this decision, please contact
Mr. Robert A. Fuhrer of my staff, at (312) 353-4889.

Sincerely,

Valdus V. Adamkus
Regional Administrator

DATE

cc: David Ullrich
Joe Boyle

‘ Larry Eastep, IEPAl Ve (LE EE*Fsa

becs Danid Micler o nalh (GE 124 g e
e ; e & v v 0. RPB PO R WMD
+ RCRA é‘“‘ i ; ; b j ‘.i.‘r; 1".4 e r OHIEF DHLEF i A.DD ‘ DIR
s ) i) 1 L_.’““_, | s hiEs 1 govy f ! LHIL . Lo § AL
4Pf::3 l \Il l | ‘ l \ l i

\x ; | _ |

R
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Certified Mail P256224035
Return Receipt Reguest

Mr. John T. Bernbom

Clark 0i1 & Refining Corporation
131st and Kedzie Avenue

P.0. Box 297

Blue Island, I11inois 60406

Re: Clark 0i1 & Refining Corporation
Blue Island, I1linois
ILD 005 109 822

Dear Mr. Bernbom;

The United States Environfe Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) has reviewed all of
Clark 0i1's "retroactive" 3@ day extension requests for the accumulation of
hazardous waste in containers at your Blue Island facility to November 4, 1981.
The U.S. EPA has also reviewed 40 CFR 262.34 (b), regarding extensions of up to 30
days due to an unforseen, temporary, and uncontrollable circumstances. The

U.S. EPA on January 8, 1990, previously denied Clark Qils extension request.

Following the U.S. EPA site visit on February 11, 1991, the U.S. EPA has decided,

for the same reasons as in our previous letter, under no extenuating circumstances,
that a 30-day extension will be granted.

If there are any questions concerning this decision, please contact
Mr. Robert A. Fuhrer of my staff, at (312) 353-4889.

Sincerely,

David U11rich
Director, Waste Management Division

cc: Joe Boyle, U.S. EPA
David Nielsen, U.S. EPA (LE134S)
Larry Eastep, IEPA



PO Box 19276, Springlictd, IL 62794- 5276

Sofar tor 03102404605 -~ Conk founty
Clark 911 & Refining Corporation

BEHA R Y
Commitance File

aril 18, 189

e

Clavk 011 & Rafining ﬁ@?ﬁﬂ?ﬂ?i&ﬁ
Atin: Q?mf?ﬁfﬁ Jacgaes

1315t Street & {edrie Avenue
Blva Istand, IMlinels &0406

iz in P &c&zpk Q? f@ur February &,
R4 inspectisn,  VYour response{s} has been reviewed and the apparent
f Szetion(s) 722.120(a} is now c@ﬂsade?eé resolved,

1391 response{s]) to our February

If you have any questions, nlease contact John Haher at:?68f53§-5§ﬁﬁ.

Swﬁccrm?

| &\U )Lﬁwﬁr’

ﬁraaﬂ 5. Ehite, Manager
Compliance Unit

Planning and Reporting Smctxaﬂ
Divigion of Land Pollution Cont

BSueditiLS:jas/1058q,63

c: Division File

- Maywond Reglion
John Maher
Lizz Schwartzhopf

il
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2 of this e@ k@r it tn address the status of the shove-vefeprenced

fha purposs

Faciiity in mﬁ@ tion to the recuiresments of 38 Iil. Adm. Code, Subtitle G, Paris

F27 apd JEE & t@ B %$w you about the apparaat vislations jdantified In

ER AR 4 rd youd p%aﬁs ta correct these apparent violations.

The agensy’s findings of appareat nor-gomniiance Iisted in Attachment A are dasad
n an inspection completed on February 1, 183, ~ar your convenience & Copy of the
m%;@gtigm'W%g@?* is enciosed wz f this &@tzﬁrﬁ.y; x :

rurtﬂ&r take notice that ﬂ@ﬁ-c&ﬁﬁiﬁaﬁ’ﬁ_ﬁiuﬁ the reqatvements af the i%iinﬁ%ﬁ
cpyirvonmental Protection Act and. ru?@s and regulations adopted thereynder may be
vhe subject of enforgasmsut action pursuant to either the Iiliaois Eovironmental
peotection Aok, 111, Rev. Stat., Ch. 111 1/2, 3ec. 1001 ey seg. or the Federal
Resource Consgrvation shd Racovery Azt {RCRA}, 42 H.S5.C. THeE 6507 gt seq.

é

i yﬁu havz any G%ﬁﬁkﬁﬁﬁm wegawﬁéng the ab@veg please contact &ann Haher at
?@%jﬁi&-%aﬁﬁ : -

%ﬁ%ﬁg aﬁd a%%nwuﬁﬁg Sec lion
tuion of Land Pollution ﬂ@ﬁt?@%
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7. Pursuani to 35 01, Ada code F22.120{a), 2@ generator musi prepars a
mandfect bafore transporting or affaring for transportation hazardous

y © mste for off site treatment, stovage or disposal. You ave in apparent

o vislation of 35 111, Adm, Code 722 170{a) for the following reason{s):

You nave not seen manifesting your spent mineral spirits to the treatment
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CLARK OIL & REFINING CORPORATION

131st and Kedzie Avenue
Post Office Box 297

Blue Island, Illinios 60406
(708) 385-5000

FAX (708) 385-0781

February 27, 1991

David Ulrich

Director, Office of RCRA

U.S. Environmental Protectlcon Agency
Region V

230 S. Dearbeorn Street

Chicago, Illinois 60604

Re: Clark 0il & Refining Corporation
Blue Island, Illinois
ILD 905 109 822

Dear Mr. Ulrich:

This letter 1is a follow-up to the USEPA inspection of
February 11, 1991.

Clark is seeking an extension of the 90 day accumulation
limit for the storage of hazardous waste. This extension is
for a single roll-off box of leaded tank bottoms. The grant
of this extension will have no impact on Clark's overall
RCRA status.

The reason for this reguest is the possibkbility that
8 vards of leaded tank bottoms were stored in a covered
roll-off box for a period greater than 90 days during 1981.
Illinois EPA suggested that this request be made to USEPA
since USEPA was administering the hazardous waste program
during 1981. Clark knows of no chiection to the grant of
this extension.

Although it 1is 1ikely that the hazardous waste was stored
for 1less than 90 days, it 1s assumed for the sake of this
request the storage lasted from 91 to 119 days. The grant
of this extension will remove any impediment to the Illinois
EPA's proper classification of the Clark facility. Clark is
and will remalin a generator of hazardous waste. Clark has
not stored hazardous waste greater than 90 days and does not
wish to do =so. adccording to an FOIA submittal, the only
indication that Clark may have stored hazardous waste longer
than 90 days relates to this single instance in 1981 and is
based solely on Clark's lack of certainty that storage was
for 1less than 90 days. There is no indication that storage
was for greater than 90 days.



David Ulrich

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
February 27, 1991
Page Two

Delisting of this particular 8 yards of hazardous waste was

also discussed with Iliinois EPA. Although testing
demonstrated that the waste had no hazardous
characteristics, it was believed that delisting would

involve an even more cumbersome administrative undertaking
than a request for extension of the 90 day storage period.

Closure was also discussed with Illincis EPA. However, a
closure filing cannot be made since Clark cannot state that
storage of hazardous waste for a period greater than 90 days
actually occurred. In addition, <Clark does not wish to
operate a storage facility or a closed storage facility.
Since the storage period is in question, (but unguestionably
less than 120 days), a 30 day extension was considered to be
the most effective means to resolve this matter.

Please let me know 1f vou need any information or data to
assist in this request.

Sincerely yours,
CLARK OIL & REFINING CORPORATION

(ot e

‘ n T. Bernbom
Director of Environmental Control

JTB/d1lg

copy to Robert Fuhrer, USEPA
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CLARK OII. & REFINING CORPORATION ¥
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ILL. E.P.A. - D.L.P.C.
lllinois Environmental Protection Agency STATE OF ILLINOIS
P.O. Box 19276 '

2200 Churchill Road
Springfield, IL 62794-92786

|3?st and Kedzie Avenue
Post Office Box 297 Co ﬂf\\ el By Ve

(708) 385-5000
FAX {708) 385-0781

February 6, 1991

Re: Manifest # IL 5109849
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency:

Please 'find enclosed copy number 5 of Uniform Hazardous Waste
Manifest (UHWM) number IL 5109849. This manifest is for a

-shipment of waste transported on December 19, 1990,

Due to an oversight by a Safety-Kleen driver who serv1ced a parts
washer we have on site, an UHWM was not completed when the waste
mineral spirits (petroleum naphtha) was taken off site. The
Safety Kleen driver assumed Clark was a small quantity generator
since only 24 gallons of mineral spirits were removed the driver
only completed Safety-Kleen's own shipping paper (see attached).

This was the first time the unit was serviced since installation.

We apologize for this oversight and any inconvenience this may
have caused. If you have any further questions, please do not
hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely yours,

Ronald Snook
Environmental Specialist

cc: John Maher
IEPA - Maywood

RDS/epa

- RECEIVED
2 8 MAR 1991
IEPA/DLPC
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FOR SHIPMENT OF HAZARDOUS, INFECTIOUS

BOX 18278 PRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 627949276 (217) 782-6761

3-CSAESS SR o

3-QIATGYSCIEmORM Stats Forn LPC 62 8181 IL532.0610 ot et SR

% NOTE: FORM DESIGNED TO PRINT 8 LINES PER INCH PA Form 8700-22 (6-89) - Form Approved. OMB No. 2050-0039 Expires 93091 -
A" UNIFORM HAZARDOUS [ Generator's US EPA D No., Moniest ) el e e B B
1| ©-WASTE MANIFEST ' - | TID005109822 : s required by lllinois law. - -

3. Generator's Name and Maimdress; :
;..Clark 011 & Ref =

131st & Kedzis
‘Blue Island I1 60406
: Generator's Phone ( ‘708 - )385-5000 -

... Transporter 1 Company Name
-t r ZENGIE S

D60408
US EPA ID Number
s—oaftos TS
o TLD 000662851

e RS e

T '_I'r_ansporler.Z Compangf Name ;
(B EETYIRIERR o,
| 9631 W 194TH PLACE

115’ US DOT Description (Inctiding Proper Shipping Name, Hazard Class and D Number)

12. Containers 13,
s iy fee Total . -.
Type | ~ Quantity

L

-, 2

b

i . z - ;-J.‘.-" [ i :
fgpn_nl ',;'ST_IE BLE LIGUID UN1255{DOOI)(ERG #27)

IOA>TIMZ MG ——

A

15. Sﬁecnai i-landhnglnslruions and Additional Information - e 3 : '
EMERGENLCY REBP#_1-708-497-8440 OR 1-708-BE8-4440 {29 HRY -
S-034-00-4068  PP# ... 5o,
: i b L e ¥ ~SKDOTH A: . - 508 I:

o TR o e L
16. GENERATOR'S CERTIFICATION: | hereby declare that the contents of this consignment are fully and accurately described above by proper shipping name and
are classified, packed, marked, and labeled, and are in all respects in proper condition for transport by highway according to applicable international and national
-government regulations. - .. . ;v.y [y e o L0 ael erags : . e § Q&Cﬁﬂu : i

G An ey -y ; WO o BEY

FOVRATE T S LR e T v __ i v

If | am a large quantity generator, 1 certify that | have a program in place to reduce the volume and toxicity of waste generated to the gree | have
- = determined to be aconomically practicable and that | have selected the practicable method of treatment, siorage, or disposal currently availabls to me
- .. Which minimizes the present and future threat to human health and the environment; OR, if | am a small guantity generator, | have made a good faith |
|2 sffort to minimize my wasle generation and select the best waste management method that is available to me.and that | can afford. - a

;Printedﬂyﬂed Name e . s Sl e L signau!re = ” 7

SRoamie N € Nl il I/mem -

17. Transporter 1 Acknowledgement of Receipt of Materials

Pripted/Typed Name / A LT ey M
i /;(;;m.d, /h/ f--"-"'-'-‘"'w*l"'u(e‘- ol sl %h i s

18. Transporter 2 Acknowledgement of Receipt of Materials .
. Printed/Typed Name . -~ v o0 w0 e o, Signature

lonth ;> Day  Year
AL )
o PR it
Mamh‘ggay Ygar gt

" Date
Monih Day ' Year
19. D]scre_pancy Indication Space /%/, ‘w: D? s‘/ZfM/ 4/64/#’77—/&&- ) 50){ ;# =

L

Im-D0vnzZ>D- [

e I a7 EL [ B fr MISTRLE
C 4 i . f # = O S S0 Pl I RS R e O I ) i
.| 20.  Facility Owner or Operator Certification of receipt of hazardous materials covered by this manifest except as noted in item 19. - _~7" i Date -
Printed/Typed Name R A e : Signature 4 ! ' Month Day Year
/‘ VA = s /7 // — // «-q;a{/f
LT e &7 8 ot i & A Nl S e A ——F O]
. G : . 5 Inf i I
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_ COPY 5. GENERATOR MAIL TO IEPA
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FOR SERVICE CALL

FED. ID NO. 39-6090019

S0LD ON PREVIOUS SERVICES

SCHEDU! DULED .
: “TFIANSF'OHTER SERVICE Wik | seriMaisiAss ny |  REFERENCE
””"'G“”“E“m“"'ﬂ“'" ELIOR ftzy 703-—479-—1064 nu;x HHEELER | 90= 51| 12 | 056516
C 5—034—05—4-068—7 el 0_220 n T
SLARK OIL REFINING cunp ey Ml X XXX X
T 131ST € KEDZIE e =
M JAUE TSLAND s i {5 604 06
AR PRICES EFFECTIVE mlo'rloo ;
SERVICE DATE | SALESMAN'S NO. 5,%‘,}';5357 SALES TAX EXEMPTION NUMBER CHEDIT RS .
-/ 4 | xxxx
/ToO8NEsS | crain ‘CUSTOMER P.O. NUMBER GENERATORICUSTOMER PHONE # 0.C. |svCPrs|ProD.Pis| SERVICETAX | C.OMS.TAX | PRODUCT TAX
09 : ‘ ‘ Lok
MACHINE SEFWI N SALES TOTAL ; CHANGE £ LEASE CHECK
NUMBER CHARGE ThK CHARGE | e | SEFViCE TERM | s nie REWARKS 0238 ALTOTTAIE DOVEp —
;ﬁ;l—ﬂl 887 200 198,50/ 08 - ' EXP R0-—31-91 MAGHSNE CONDIION O
3 ~ wcmg‘s_rslguaw D
A . YE ND
: gt W
o
7 g |
3 &Lmuu%gs%s:s"r?n D
ME%NDED my D
0 e O
- = TO MACHINE
’ SPENT SOLVENT
S MEETS ACCEPTANCE O
12 CRITERIA
TOTAL ) K B R GENERATOR USA EPA ID NO, GENERATOR STATE ID NO.
BEVIG SELH | 198,50 ; I 16-080-0684 |
£ A "This i 1o cendy Ihal the belew-named materiaia ars property classified, descnbed, pakaged, marksd and labeled, | | certity that my lotal waste
o and arp in props! cond an ko applicab of the Dep: are within one
L CONTAINERS US DOT DESCRIPTION ™ following categories: VA
Nl’él.lLS T"ﬁ'.:“s :‘%Gslﬁ ?I%GSLM LBS.I.-%T %-hﬂfi— INCLUDING PROPER SHIPFING NAME, HAZARD CLASS, AND D) ;
Waste Patrolaum Naphtha, 0-40:220 thaimpnd n
,.-; Combustible Liguid, UN1255 (EPA, D001) (ERG #27) t
s £ ‘é":?é:?:’&%?:ﬁﬁ ﬂ::?g'ug(slﬁ?{"moz) (ERG #60) 220 Ibs. 1o 2,200 Ibs./month
- rrosi i 3. 3
Waste Compound, Cleaning, Liqui 2 2 — i —
Corrosive Material, NA1760 (EF‘A DDZT} (ERG #60) -
GALLQ NS .- »{'Greater than 2.200 lbl-fmﬂnlh:m
Total Quantity = Number of Drums x Ave. WbMdkof: Pails e 5, fars & , 16 Gal. 7, 30Gal 12
DESIGNATED FACILITY NAME AND ADDRESS: SAFETY—KLEEN CORP. USAEPAIDNO. ILDOOO665851
9631 H 194TH F‘L ACE MOKE NA TATE D NO

il

IN EVENT OF EMERGENCY CALL
1-800-669-5740 or 1-708-888-4660 (24 hou

rs) ' ~

2 PRIOR PRIOR LAST NoweEn DESCRIPTION PRICE um I?EIIJ.T\% Aﬁ%&ﬁr TAX LINE TOTAL
) e, ¥ i3 —~ - .-
i ‘\5 \ 4\ l b “..\\ M) e
j - )
CASH D TOTAL RECEIVED APPLY PAYMENT To: TOTAL PFIODUCT AMOUNTS
R o TooRS SeEnE R ANSACTIon "\SCOUNT FOR THIS | roral SERVICE AMOUNT
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; ABOVE AND THE PRESENCE OF MA- TOTAL DUE
INV. # AMOUNT $ AGREEMENT INEORATHT o o ‘
INV, # AMOUNT $ REVERSE SIDE. THE ABOVE AMOUNT  Neb"+6 ‘afcven GOSTS OF  GoLLEHaN ety

IS SUBJECT TO AN INTEREST
CHARGE OF THE LESSOR OF 1%%
PER MONTH (18% PER ANNUM) OR
THE MAXIMUM RATE ALLOWED BY. -~
LAW ON ANY UNPAID INVQICES THAT
ARE NOT PAID WITHIN 30 DAYS.

REASONABLE ATTORNEY'S FEES.

-X
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(AEERE
CLARK ) CLARK OIL & REFINING CORPORATION
N4

131st and Kedzie Avenue

Blue Island, Minios 60406 e
(708) 385-5000 eRt e
FAX (708] 385-0781 U.S. EPA, REGION Vv

December 26 , 1990 WASTE MANAGEMENT DIVI
OFFICE OF THE!NRECT&%ON

David Ullrich

Associate Director, Office of RCRA

Waste Management Division

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Region 5

230 South Dearborn Street

Chicago, Illinois 60604

Re: Clark 0il & Refining Corporation
Blue Island, Illinois
ILD 0405 109 822

Dear Mr. Ullrich:

This letter is a follow-up to Clark's correspondence of
August 2, 1990 (copy attached for your reference).

Thank vyou for considering the Clark submittal. Please
advise if there is a need for any further information.

Sincerely vyours,
CLARK CIL & REFINING CORPORATION

(St i,

in T. Bernbom
rector of Envircnmental Control

o

JTB/dlg

Attachment



CLARK

CLARK OIL & REFINING CORPORATION

131st and Kedzie Avenue

Post Office Box 297 /A
Blue Island, lllinios 60406 197 /=
(708) 385-5000 NYIrm,
FAX (708) 385-0781 -

November 9, 1990 . S 4 ﬁ £°Jm

William E. Muno

Acting Associate Director

Qffice of RCRA

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region 5

230 South Dearborn Street

Chicago, Illinois 60604

Dear Mr. Muno:

Thank vou for your letter dated November 6, 1990 concerning
the national capacity wvariance £for petroleum refinery
wastes. Please be advised that <Clark has taken the
necessary steps to be in compliance with these requirements
prior to effective date, and that Clark will continue to
maintain compliance. Please provide Clark with any
additional information or guidelines concerning this
important issue.

Sincerely yours,

CLARK OIL & REFINING CORPORATION

Mﬁwﬂ
ohn T. Bernbom

irector of Environmental Control

JTB/dlg



NOV 0 6 1990 "

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Clark 0i1 & Refining Corp.
131st & Kedzie Avenue
Blue Island, I11inois 60406

Re: Clark 0il & Refining Corp.
ILD 005 109 822

Dear Sir or Madam:

The purpose of this letter is to inform you of the November 7, 1990, date of
the expiration of the national capacity variance for petroleum refinery
wastes, K048-K052. As you are aware under the Third Third rule, EPA granted
an additional three-month national capacity variance for these wastes (55 ER
22641, June 1, 1990). The variance expires on November 7, 1990.

As of November 8, 1990, you, as the generator of these wastes, must treat the
K048-K052 wastes to BDAT standards prior to land disposal, unless one of these
three situations exists:

1, You have received final approval for a case-by-case extension (RCRA
Section 3004(h)(3) and 40 CFR 268.5) as published in the Federal
Register, or

2, You have received final approva] for a "no-migration” variance (40 CFR

L
=] <

268.6) as pubiished in the Eederai I, or
3: You or the treatment facility has received a treatability variance
(40 CFR 268.44) for the particular waste stream(s).

The Agency anticipates that it will not issue any final decisions on any

petitions for variances or extensions prior to November 8, 1990. During the
period of the national capacity variance, you should have been exploring and
implementing alternatives to the land disposal of untreated K048-K052 wastes.

The Agency is committed to carrying out the mandate established by Congress in
RCRA Section 3004 of the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984. We
will be conducting inspections and taking subsequent enforcement actions
appropriate to the nature of the violations relating to the Land Disposal



_2_

Restrictions regulations soon after the November 8, 1990, date. We strongly
advise you to take any necessary steps to be in compliance with these
important requirements on the effective date.

Sincerely yours,

ORIGINAL SIGNE

D BY/
. KARLBREMER
William E. Muno

Acting Associate Director
Office of RCRA

cc: E. William Radlinski
Glenn Savage
I11inois Environmental Protection Agency )
AR | @UL 4‘0
ORI [1b
SIGNATURE/INITIAL CONCURRENCE REQUESTED - RCRA ENFORCEMENT 'BRANCH (REB)
IL/IN | MI/WI MN/OH |IL/MI/WI|IN/MN/OH| REB RCRA WMD
TYP.|AUTH| TES TES TES EPS EPS |BRANCH| ASSOC. |DIVISION
CHIEF | CHIEF | CHIEF | CHIEF CHIEF | CHIEF| DIR. |DIRECTOR
SHS ol 4TS
{6 1 Ji=5-40 jfjﬁg%7ﬁf} ,
e T




CLARK ) CLARK OIL & REFINING CORPORATION 'B)
N4

L0 “\
131st and Kedzie Avenue = 0 A \ r"\ it

Post Office Box 297 e @ Y=\ T AUG O
Blue Island, llinios 60406 Y::\;Zﬁ p = : o
(708) 385-5000 :

\n\ . e A9 U.S. EPA, REGION V
T s Ll - WASTE MANAGEMENT DIVISION
Alnek 2w L3I0 ¢ OF FUlsion OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR
& . R - . _q,
; I N

David Ullrich

Associate Director, Office of RCRA

Waste Management Diwvision

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Region 5

230 South Dearborn Street

Chicago, Illinois 60604

Re: Clark 0il & Refining Corporation
Blue Island, Illinois
ILD 005 109 822

Dear Mr. Ullrich:

After careful consideration and review of documents received
under the United States and Illinois Freedom of Information
Act, Clark submits 1its response to your correspondence of
January 8, 1990. That correspondence stated the following
conclusion:

The U.S. EPA has decided that a 30-day extension will
not be granted. 1In 1980, Clark 0il submitted the Part
A of its application to continue storing hazardous
waste accumulated on-site for longer than 90 days.
Then, in 1981, Clark 0Oil stored hazardous waste under
the interim status standards contained in 40 CFR 265.
The Company did not seek the exemption available under
40 CFR 262.34 for generators who do not wish to operate
under 40 <CFR 265, until 1982. Therefore, since Clark
0il actually operated a regulated storage unit under 40
CFR 265, the wunit must be closed under an approved
closure plan before 40 CFR 262.34 would apply.

Please consider the response to each conclusion.

a) The U.S. EPA has decided that a 30-day extension
will not be granted.



David Ullrich

United States Environmental Protection Agency
August 2, 1990

Page Two

According to 40 CFR 262.34(Db), the Regional
Administrator can exercise discretion and grant an
extension up to 30 days to permit generator
accumulation of hazardous waste in excess of 90 days.
This grant, made on a case-by-case basis, will be
allowed 1f the additional storage time is necessitated
by unforseen, temporary, and uncontreollable
clrcumstances. Attachment A to this letter states the
circumstances of accumulation.

b) In 1980, Clark 0il submitted the Part A of its
application to continue storing hazardous waste
accumulated on-site for longer than 90 days.

Clark submitted Part A as a "protective filing" due to
regulatory uncertainty. Clark never intended to treat,
store, or dispose of hazardous waste. In 1983 Clark
began the process to withdraw its Part A application.

c) Then, in 1981, <Clark 0il stored hazardous waste
under the interim status standards contained in 40 CFR
265,

Clark sought to learn the basis of this statement.
Based on documents submitted by USEPA and Illinois EPA
under the Freedom of Information Act, Clark determined
that this ceonclusion was due to the handling of a waste
that left the Clark facility on November 3, 1981. It
was also determined that there is no support for the
absolute conclusion that storage in excess of 90 days
occurred. Clark remains unsure of the pericd of
accumulation of this waste {see Attachment A).
Although it 1is likely that accumulation was less than
90 days, for purposes of this submittal CClark
recognizes that accumulation may have been up to 119
days. The only apparent information relied on by USEPA
was based on Clark's oral and written statements that
accumulation could have been from approximately 75 days
up to no more than 119 days.



David Ullrich

United States Environmental Protection Agency
August 2, 1990

Page Three

d) The Company did not seek the exemption available
under 40 CFR 262.34 for generators who do not wish to
operate under 40 CFR 265, until 1982.

Clark sought an extension under 40 CFR 262.34 during
1988. Since there is no apparent restriction on the
timing of a request pursuant to 40 CFR 262.34(b), Clark

urges that its request for a 30 day extension now be
granted.

e) Therefore, since Clark 0il actually operated a
regulated storage unit under 40 CFR 265, the unit must

be closed under an approved closure plan before 40 CFR
262.34 would apply.

Clark accumulated the waste in gquestion for a period of
time from approximately 75 days up to no more than 119
days. For the purpose of this request, it is assumed
that there is a need for a 30 day extension and thus it
is requested that a 30 day extension be granted. The
need for a 30 day extension is due to the fact that the
period of accumulation time is unknown. If the
accumulation time was known to be less than 90 days, a
request for extension would obviously be unnecessary.

Thank vou for considering this submittal. Please advise if
there is a need for further information.

Sincerely yours,

CLARK OIL & REFINING CORPORATION

T. Bernbom

) irector of Environmental Control

JTB/dlg

Attachment



Attachment A

What follows 1is a chronolecgy of events concerning the waste

generation:

Action
Event Party

7/7/81 Sampling and sample delivery Clark

to independent laboratory.

7/22/81 Sample tests completed and Independent

mailed to Clark. laboratory

7/23/81 Sample test results received. Clark

Waste Profile sheet and
Certification of Representative
Sample prepared.
7/24/81 Sample, Certification of Clark
Representative Sample, and
Waste Profile sheet delivered
to landfill operator laboratory.

8/10/81 Sample analysis completed. Landfill
operator
laboratory

8/24/81 Application sent to IEPA for Landfill

permit. operator

8/27/81 Application received. IEPA

10/16/81 Permit issued. IEPA

10/30/81 Permit copy received. Clark

11/3/81 Waste taken off site to landfill. Clark

It 1s not known when the waste was denerated during the above

process. Although it is likely that the waste was generated after

August 5, a worst case analysis would assume generation on July 7

resulting in 119 days of accumulation.



Using this worst case analysis, what follows is a time allocation:

Action
Party " Action B Days
Clark Document preparation 5
and sample delivery.
Hauling waste off site.
Independent Sample testing and 16
laboratory result reporting.
Landfill Sample testing and 34
operator permit application
and preparation and
laboratory submission.
Regulatory Permit approval 64
agency and issuance
(LEPA)

Tcotal 119

Thus assuming 119 days of accumulation, only % of the time
was attributable to Clark activities with more than half of the

time attributable to governmental action. As a result, it is
ciear that the passage of time was primarily "uncontrollable" by
Ciark. Since the waste moved off site, the passage of time was
also "temporary." Finally, the waste generation was the first of

its kind by Clark under the regulations. One could not anticipate
64 days of governmental action and 50 days of outsider action. As
a result, the passage of time was "unforeseen."

In conclusion, Clark has met the standards set forth in 40 CFR
262.34{b) Justifying a discretionary 30 day extension to be
granted by the Regiocnal Administrator.
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finois Environmentat Protection Agency - P.O Bov 19276 Springiicld, TE 62794-9276

ZT7/igé-aial

nefer to: 0310240005 -- Cook County
Clark i1 & kefining Corp.
ILDG05108822
Compliance File

HMarch 5, 19%0

Clark 01 & Refining Corp.

Betn:  John Bersbon

137et Street & Kedzie Avenue
“Blue Istand, ITlinols 50406

Dear Mr, Bermbom:

The Agency is in receipt of your February 7, 1990 response(s} to our January
10, 1990 Pre-Enforcement Conference. Youi- response{s) has been reviewed and
the apparent violatien(s) of Section{s) 725.212{a) and 725.242(a) are now

considered resglved.

If you have any questions, plesse contact ponna Czech at 708/345-8780.

Siwcerely.

e S
Angela Aye Tin, Manager
Technical Compliance Unit

Compliance Section _
pivigion of Land Pollution Control

AAT:BH/mis/0774n /61

ce: Division File v
Maywood Region
Donna Czech
Brian Hhite




¥ ir i 3

wE

-r

-

B IS sk FiLG:.

{llinois Environmental Protection Agency . 1701 Firsy Avenue, Maywood, 1. 60153

708/345-9780

Refer to: 0310240005 - Cocok County
Blue IslandsClark ©il & Refining Corp.
ILD0051069822
Compliance File

Certified Mail #P062 394 943
Return Recelpt Regquested

January 10, 1990

Clark 01l & Refining Corp.
Attn: John Bernbom

131st Street & Kedzie Avenue
Blue Island, Illinois 60406

Dear Mr. Bernbom:

On January 10, 15%0 a Pre-Enforcement Conference was held at the
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency's Maywood office. The
purpose of this meeting was to discuss the apparent violations
identified in the Agency's December 15, 1989 Pre-Enforcement
Conference Letter addressed to your facility. The following
individuals were in attendance:

. Ronald Snook Clark 0il
Statfford Jacgues Clark 0il
Clifford Gould DLPC, IEPA
Donna Czech - DLPC, IEPA

Clark 0il1 & Refining Corp. has agreed to submit the necessary
documentation to address the following vioclations on or before
February 16, 19%90:

1. 725.212(a} - No closure plan for the container storage area.

2. 725.242(a) - No closure cost estlmate for the contalner storage
area.

Please send .any original documents to the first address helow w1th a
copy to the second address:

Angela Aye Tin, Manager
Technical Compliance Unit
Compliance Section

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency RECEIVED
Division of Land Pollution Control o
2200 Churchill Road _ ' oL BB

Post Office Box 19276
Springfield, Illinois 62794-9276 - EPA&/DLPC
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January 10, 1530
Fage 2

Donna Czech :

Iilinois Envirvonmental Protecticn Agency
Division of Land Pollution Control

1701 South First Avenue - Suite 600
Maywood, Illinois 860153

1f the Agency does not hear from you within ten (10) calendar days

from the date of this letter, the Agency will assume that this
document accurately reflscts the agreement made during the meeting.

If you have any guestions regarding the above, please contact Donna
Czech at 708/345-G780. :

Sincerely,

Clifford Gould, Northern Region Manager
Field Operations Section
Division of Land Peollution Control

©G:DJC:bh:4558B

cc: Division File-
Maywood Region
Donna Czech
Brian White




REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF:

07.0 Pe BB UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
R~ 2 REGION 5
3 M g 230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST.
%, & CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604
4L prot®
JAN 0 8 188 SHR-13

Certified Mail P461573457
Return Receipt Requested

Mr. John T. Bernbcm

Clark 0il & Refining Corporation
131st and Kedzie Avenue

P.O. Box 297

Blue Island, Illinocis 60406

Re: Clark 0il & Refining Corporation
Blue Island, Illinois
IID 005 109 822

Dear Mr. Bermbom:

The United States Envirormental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) has
reviewed your "retroactive" 30 day extension request for the
accumulation of hazardous waste in containers to November 4, 1981. The
information submitted by Clark 0il states that no hazardous waste or
hazardous materials have entered the envirorment from this disposal
area.

The U.S. EPA has decided that a 30-day extension will not be granted.
In 1980, Clark Oil submitted the Part A of its application to continue
storing hazardous waste accumulated on-site for longer for 90 days.
Then, in 1981, Clark 0il stored hazardous waste under the interim
status standards contained in 40 CFR 265. The Company did not seek the
exemption available under 40 CFR 262.34 for generators who do not wish
to operate under 40 CFR 265, until 1982. Therefore, since Clark 0il
actually operated a regulated storage unit under 40 CFR 265, the unit
must be closed under an approved closure plan before 40 CFR 262.34
would apply.

The U.S. EPA requires that a formal closure of the storage area be
campleted to assure protection of human health and the environment.
This closure plan must be submitted to and approved by the Illinois
Envirormental Protection Agency.

' L 'éAC-__— M= f;-.._‘—ﬁ._ ,. o X —1
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If there are any questions concerning this decision, please contact
Mr. Robert Fuhrer of my staff, at (312) 353-4889.

Sincerely,

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY]
DAVID A. ULLRICH

David Ullrich
Associate Director, Office of RCRA
Waste Management Division

cc: dJoe Boyle, U.S. EPA
Larry Eastep, IEPA
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fifinois Environmental Proteciion Agengy PO, Box 19276, Springhicld. [L 62794-9276

2VI/I8L-F0)

Hefer bo: U3T0zal00y -- Coox Lounly
Clark 011 & refining Lorp.
HLOODSI 038
Compliance Filg

PRE-ENFORCEMENT CONFERENCE LETTER

Certitiad § P 115 239 102
Uecember 15, 198%

Clark 011 & Refinming Lorp.
Atin: Jobhn Bernbom

131st St. & Kegzie Avenue
Blue Island, I1lincis &0406

Pear Mr. Bernbom:
8y copy of this Tetter the Agency nereby informs Clark 01l & Refining Corp. of

apparent viclations of the {1iinois Environmental Protection Act andfor rules
ana regulations adopted thereunder. These apparent violations ave set forth

©in Attachment A of this letter.

As a result of these apparent violations, it is our intent to refer this
matter to the Agency's iegal staff for the preparation of a formal enforcement
case. The Agency's legal staff wili, in turn, refer this matter to the Office
of Attorney General or to the United States Environmental Protection Agency
for the Tiling of a formal complaint.

Prior to taking such action, however, you are requested to attend a
pre—Enforcement Conference to be held at The Illinais Environinental Protection
Agency, 1701 South First Avenue, Suite 600, Maywood, I1iinois. The purpose or

‘tnis Conference wili be:

1. To discuss the validity of the apparent violations noted by Agency staff,
and .

2. To arrive at a program to eliminate existing and/or future violations.

You should, therefore, bring such personnel and records to the conference as
will enable a complete discussion of the above items. We have scheduled the
conference for Wednesday, January 10, 199G, at 9:30 a.m.. If this
arrangement is inconvenient, please contact Donna Czech at 708/345-8780 to
arrange for an alternative date andg time.




{]

Sinceraly,

— —""‘_wé_‘_..

Ilinols Envirenmentid Protection Agency PoO Box 19276, Springficld, T 627949276

Page £

1n additipn, piease be advised that ihis tetter constitutes the notice
required by Section 31(d) of the [ilinois Emvironmental Protection Aci prior
to the filing of & forma! complatnt. The cvied section of the [11nots
Fnvirunsental Protection ACt reguires the Agency to. inform you of Lneg charges
ahich are to be s)iegeu and offer you the opportunity to meet with appropriste
officials within thirty days of this notice date in an effort to resolive such

contitct wiich cuule ieed to the filiag of formal action,

Harry A, Chappel, P.E., ﬁénag&r
Compliance Section
Givision of Lang Pollution Control

HAC: DUCLN:sap/ 4322k, 1+

At tachment

cc: Divisiun File v
Maywood Region

Donpa Czeon
drian dWiite




@ llinois Environmental Protection Agency - P.O. Box 19276, Springticld. 1L 62794-9276

Attachaent A

|, Pursuant to 35 Il1. Adm. Code 7é5.21z.a), the owner or operator of a
hazardous waste management Tacility shali have a written closure plan.
Until final closure is completed and certified in accordance with Section
725.215, a copy of the most current plan must be furnished to the Agency
upon request inciuding request by mail. In addition, for facilities
without approved plans, it must also be provided during site inspections
on the tay of inspection to any officer, employee or representative of the
AQENCY . .

You are in apparent violation of 35 Ill. Adm. Lode 725.212{a) for the
following reason(s): You did not have a closure plan available for the
regulatea container storage area. o

2. Pursuant to 35 I11. Acm. Code 725.242(a), the owner or operator shall have

4 detailed written estimate, in current dollars, of the cost of closing

I the facility in accordance with the requirements in Sections 725.211
through 725.215 and applicavie ciosure requirements of Sections 125.297,

“f
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- 2.
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3.
4.

725,328, 725.358, 725.380, 725.410, 725,451, 725.481 and 725.504.

The estimate must equal the cost of final closure at the peint in the
facility's active life when the extent and manner of its operation
would make closure the wost expensive, as indicated by its closure
plan (see Section 7¢5.212(b)); ana

The closure cost estimate must oe based on the costs toe the owner or
operator of hiring a thira party to close the facility. ‘A third
party is a party who is neither a parent nor a subsidiary of the
awner or operator. (See gefinition of “parent corporation® in
Section 725.241(d).) The owner or operator may use costs for on-site
gisposal if the owner or operaior can demonstrate that on-site
disposal capacity will exist at all times over the life of the
facility.

Tne closure cost estimate must not incorporate any salvage value that
may be reaiized by the sale of hazardous wastes, facility structures
or equipment, tand or otner facility assets at the time of partial or
final closure.

The owner or operator shall not incorporate a zero cost for hazardous
waste which may have economic value.

You are in apparent viclation of 35 I11. Adm. Code 725.24Z(a) for the
following reason(s): You did not have a clesure cost estimate available for
the regulated container storage area. '




X o@ UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
&Ia ? REGION 5

0«5 230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST.

L prOTE CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604
UYL v 569
REPLY TO ATTENTION OF:
5 1789
5HR-13

Mr. Ron Snook

Clark 0i1 & Refining Corporation
131st and Kedzie Avenue

P.0. Box 297

Blue Island, ITlinois 60406

Re: Clark 011 & Refining Corporation
Blue Island Refinery
1LD 005 109,822

Dear Mr. Snook:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.EPA) is reviewing your
“retro-active" 30 day extension request for the accumulation of
hazardous waste to November 4, 1981. The information submitted by
Clark 0i1 states that no hazardous waste or hazardous materials have
entered the environment from this disposal area.

The U.S. EPA is currently in the process of making a decision on the
requested extension of accumulation. This may include a site visit by
U.S. EPA personnel in the near future.

Sincerely,

eance By fo-

George Hamper, Chief
I11inois Section
RCRA Permitting Branch

cc: Joe Boyle, U.S. EPA
Larry Eastep, IEPA



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION V
DATE: 11/17/89
SUBJECT: Clark 0i1- Blue Island, Request for 30-day extension
FROM:  Robert Fuhre@wg‘j\bﬂw
T10: Joe Boyle ;

Enclosed in this package is:

1. a letter to Clark 0il stating that we are reviewing their
request; 2. draft letters granting and denying Clark Oils
request; and 3. a letter from Clark asking for the 30-day
extension with copies of the enclosure from September 1989.

George and I have discussed this request and have wanted to plan a meeting
with you about this, but have been unable to arrange a meeting so far. The
gquestion is that Clark 0il "accumulated" eight (8) yards of K052 (Teaded
tank bottoms) longer than 90 days. This material was disposed of on 11/3/81
at CID. According to'%§262.34 (b) accumulation time can be decided at the
discretion of the Administrator.

Since 1981, the chemical portion of the Clark Oil site was sold to a company
called BTL. The IEPA inspectors (Rich Finley and Tom Enno):seem to indicate
that there is “"gross contamination" of the chemical portion (if I remember
correctly) of the site with K022, distillates, bottoms tars, cumene, and
phenol contamination. We feel that if we granted a 30-day extension there
would be no way to enforce a clean-up of the facility. Therefore we need
your input before a decision is made.
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g & UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
E ;m 2 < REGION &
@;r o§ 230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST.
4L prot® CHICAGO, ILLINQIS 605804

REPLY TO ATTENTION OF:
;;oﬂ+'||/46f/%31

Mr. Ron Snook

Clark 0i1 & Refining Corporation
131st and Kedzie Avenue

P.0. Box 297

Blue Island, I1Tinois 60406

5HR-13

Re: Clark 011 & Refining Corporation
Blue Island Refinery
ILD 005 109 822

Dear Mr. Snook:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.EPA) is reviewing your
“retro-active" 30 day extension request for the accumulation of
hazardous waste to November 4, 1981. The information submitted by
Clark 0i1 states that no hazardous waste or hazardous materials have
entered the environment from this disposal area.

The U.S. EPA is currently in the process of making a decision on the
requested extension of accumulation. This may include a site visit by
U.S. EPA personnel in the near future.

Sincerely,
f}w ’
o” <&
George Hamper, Chief

I11inois Section
RCRA Permitting Branch

cc: Joe Boyle, U.S. EPA
Larry Eastep, IEPA



CLARK

CLARK OIL & REFINING CORPORATION

131st and Kedzie Avenue
Post Office Box 297
Blue Island, lllinois 60406

(é%ifiﬁ?r 12, 1989 RE © EKN] E@
SEP 151989
OFFICE OF RCRA

WASTE M AN!\GEMENT DIVISION

£pA, REGION V

George Hamper, Chief

Waste Management Branch

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region V

230 South Dearborn Street

Chicago, Illincis 60604

Re: (Clark 0il & Refining Corporation
Blue Island Refinery
ILD 005 109 822

Dear Mr. Hamper:

This letter is submitted in response to a recent telephone
conversation between vou and Clark personnel concerning
the above. Clark submitted a RCRA Part A application on
November 17, 1980. This submittal was based on a belief
that c¢certain Clark activities may constitute the storage

or treatment of hazardous waste. Clark subsequently
discovered that its activities constituted only generation
of hazardous waste. Due to the fact that Clark did not

engage 1in the treatment, storage or disposal of hazardous
waste, Clark sought to withdraw its Part A application.
Clark's request to be classified as generator-only status
has been pending since November of 1982.

Clark ingquiries have found that the apparent reason the
withdrawal request has not been granted 1is that an
accumulation time during 1981 for generated leaded
gasoline tank bottoms (KO52) may have been greater than 90
days. Clark records establish that the accumulation
period before shipping off site ranged from less than 90
days to no more than 119 days. For purposes of your



George Hamper, Chief

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
September 12, 1989

Page Two

evaluation, we are assuming a worst case analysis of 119
days of accumulation. As a result, Clark requests USEPA
grant a 30 day extension, until November 4, 1981,
permitting Clark to accumulate this hazardous waste on
site without interim status.

Enclosed are copies of relevant documents and a
chronology. The chronology and documentation demonstrates
prompt action by Clark each time action was controlled by
Clark. Any delay was due to cilrcumstances beyond the
control of Clark.

Clark has considered closure as an alternative to a
retroactive 30 day extension but finds the circumstances
during the on site holding pericd not indicative of
closure. Although a listed waste, characteristic category
testing found the waste nonhazardous. No waste entered
the environment; it was contained in an elevated lined
and covered steel roll-off box (20' L x 6' Wx 4' D) from
which no leakage occurred. While awaiting transit off
site, it was situated in a secure refinery area used
round-the-clock in refinerv operations. Since nothing
entered the enviromment a '"closure" as regards this
accumulation was decided as not the action to undertake.
Further, although Clark cannot establish that the
accumulation time was less than 90 days, Clark cannot
establish that the accumulation time was greater than 90
davys. As a result, closure would be based upon an
accumulation time that cannot be verified by Clark.

Clark has discussed generator-only status with the
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency. They advised,
in a letter dated April 27, 1988, that their agency does
not have legal authority to grant extension to an
accumulation period which occurred prior to the time the
program implementation was transferred to Illinois.



Gecorge Hamper, Chief

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
September 12, 1989

Page Three

Clark asks that it be granted a 30 day extension to
November 4, 1981 for accumulation of waste removed off
site on Illinois manifest 0367821 and that interim status
for the site be withdrawn and replaced by generator-only
status.

Your attention to our request will be appreciated.

Very truly yours,

wﬁlrnbom

Jéhn T.
Birector of Environmental Control

dlg

Enclosures



a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)

gl
h)

i)

3)

k)

1)

m)

n)

o)

p)

ATTACHMENTS

Part "A" Application

Chronoclogy cf events

Plot plans ¢f 800 tank farm and roll-off box
Leaded gascline tank bottoms énalytical results
Chemical Waste Management analytical results
Illinois EPA hazardous waste permit #812076
Special waste hauling manifest #0367821

Letter to Andrew Vollmer, IEPA, dated 8/2/83
Requesting interim status to be modified.

Letter from Karl J. Klepitsch, USEPA, dated 1/27/84
Requiring Clark to resubmit request to withdraw
Part "AY with correct signature and
certificaticn.

Letter from Karl J. Klepitsch, USEPA, dated 12/18/84
Stating Clark did not respond to 1/27/84 letter
so Clark gualified as an accumulation facility.

Letter to Karl J. Klepitsch, USEPA, dated 1/10/85
Requesting Part "A" withdrawal.

Letter from Arthur S. Kawatachi, USEPA, dated 6/19/85
Requiring Clark to resubmit request to withdraw
Part nan with correct signature and
certification.

Letter to Arthur S. Kawatachi, USEPA, dated 7/24/84
Request withdrawal of Part "A"

Letter to Valdas Adamkus, USEPA, dated 10/8/85
Explaining reason for Part "A" withdrawal and
leaded tank bottom possible problem.

Letter to Larry Eastep, IEPA, dated 12/10/87
Requesting a statement that IEPA classified
Clark as a generator-only.

Analytical results from soil sampling in 800 tank
farm



q)

r)

s)

t)

u)

V)

W)

X)

v)

Letter to Clifford Gould, IEPA, dated 2/18/88
Stated the sampling he requested was completed
and contained a Part "A" withdrawal request.

Letter from Larry Eastep, IEPA, dated 2/19/88
Stating facility container storage must submit
closure plan.

Letter to Larry Eastep, IEPA, dated 8/22/88
Stating Part nan withdrawal request was
submitted on 2/18/88.

Letter to Amy Dragovich, IEPA, dated 3/28/88
Request for variance.

Letter from Larry Eastep, IEPA, dated 3/28/88
Denied request of 3/3/88 for variance.

Letter to Larry Eastep, IEPA, dated 3/31/88
Responding to letter dated 3/28/88.

Letter from Gary King, IEPA, dated 4/27/88
Stating IEPA does not have authority to grant
the requested variance.

Letter to Karl J. Klepitsch, USEPA, dated 7/15/88
Requesting variance.

Letter to Karl J. Klepitsch, USEPA, dated 10/31/88
Requesting a rule on variance reguest.

Letter to Karl J. Klepitsch, USEPA, dated 4/14/89
Requesting status update on request for
variance.



Other Existing Permits

- Air Emissions From Existing Sources

Perﬁit Number

72110519 02110532
72110520 72110533
02110521 72110534
72110522 72110535
02110523 02110537
72110524 72110538
02110526 02110539
72110527 03020287
02110528 73020369
72110529 05120061
02110530 06100017
72110531

' €7912055




Other Existing Permits

- Air Emissions From Existing Sources

Perﬁit Number -

72110519 02110532
72110520 72110533
02110521 72110534
72110522 72110535
02110523 02110537
72110524 72110538
02110526 02110539
72110527 03020287
02110528 73020369
72110529 05120061
02110530 06100017
72110531 - €7912055
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is.are spaced for elite type, i.e., 12 characters/inch). FOrm Approvea Ui INO. 1 Do-douui
U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

£ EPA "+ HAZARDOUS WASTE PERMIT APPLICATION

Consolidated Permits Program
{This informalion is required under Section 3005 of RCRA.)

APPP ICATION| DATE RECEIVED
OVED vr. mo.. & day) COMMENTS

. FIRST OR REVISED APPLICATION ottt

Place an °X" in the appropriate box in A or B below fmark one bax an.l'y) 1o lndlcate whether this is the fll‘st appl;catmn you are submlmng fcr your facnlnlv ora
revised application, If this is your first application and you already know your facility’s EPA 1.D. Number, or if this is a revised appllcauon enter your facility’s
EPA |.D. Number in ltem | above,

A. FIRST APPLICATION (place an X' below and provide the appropriate date)

E‘,{L EXISTING FACILITY (See instructions for definition of “‘existing"* facility. Dz NEW FACILITY (Complete item below.)
Complete item below.) . FOR NEW FACILITIES,

PROVIDE THE DATE

(vr., mo,, & day) OPERA-

TION BEGAN OR IS

EXPECTED TO BEGIN

= e TR — ] FOR EXISTING FACILITIES. PROVIDE THE DATE (yr, mo., & day) e °TH SR
OPERATION BEGAN OR THE DATE CONSTRUCTION COMMENCED

8 4 0 19 0 ll (use the boxes to the left) o l l I
15

B

vy 14 7F s YT 78 73 7a 15 786 11 18

. REVISED APPLICATION (place an X" below ond complete Item I above)
B DI. FACILITY HAS INTERIM STATUS [Oz. FACILITY HAS A RCRA PERMIT

EEl

111 PROCESSES — CODES AND DESIGN CAPACITIES e o T Uk e

A. PROCESS CODE — Enter the code from the list of process codes below that best describes each process 1o be used at the facility. Ten lines are prowded for
entering codes. If more lines are needed, enter the code(s/ in the space provided. If a process will be used that is not included in the list of codes below, then
describe the process (inciuding its design capac:ry} in the space prmﬂded on the form (ltem {{{-C).

B. PROCESS DESIGN CAPACITY Eor each code entered mmlumn A enter the capatity of the pro:ess. ) S
1. AMOUNT = Enter the amount. =~ : S i ¥ T, i
2. UNIT OF MEASURE — For each amount entered in column B{1), enter the code from the list of unit measure codes beluw that descnbes the umt of

measure used. Only the units of measure that are listed below should be used. ; e o yer :
- PRO- APPROPRIATE UNITS OF o B . e By PRO- APPROPRIATE UNITS OF !
T R e CESS MEASURE FOR PROCESS i o TR CESS MEASURE FOR PROCESS - !
PROCESS CODE DESIGN CAPACITY ' PROCESS —— " CODE DESIGN CAPACITY .
Storags: . Treatment: - . '
CONTAINER (bnm!. drum, etc.) S01 GALLONS OR LITERS - ° TANK B . T01 GALLONS PER DAY OR o
TANK S02 GALLONS OR LITERS LITERS PER DAY H
WASTE PILE S03 CUBIC YARDS OR SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT T02 GALLONS PER DAY or i
CUBIC METERS LITERS PER DAY |
SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT S04 GALLONS OR LITERS - INCINERATOR e TO3 TONS PER HOUR OR 1
Cisposal p el CALLONS PER HOUR OR |
INJECTION WELL D79 GALLONS OR LITERS LITERSEER HOMR i
SANDFILL D80 ACRE-FEET (the volume that ~ ©THER (Use for physical, chemical, T04 GALLONSPER DAY OR £
. would cover one acre to a thermal or biological treatment LITERS PER DAY |
depth of one foot) OR processes not occurring in tanks, |
HECTARE-METER surface impoundments or inciner- £
LAND APPLICATION D81 ACRES OR HECTARES ators. Describe the processes in B
OCEAN DISPOSAL D82 GALLONS PER DAY OR the space provided; Item III-C.} i
~ LITERS PER DAY 3 !
“SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT D83 GALLONS OR LITERS . !
] ; . )
UNIT OF - ' UNIT OF ) 3 i UNITOF -
. MEASURE MEASURE ’ MEASURE
UNIT OF MEASURE CODE UNIT OF MEASURE CODE UNIT OF MEASURE - CODE
GALLONS. « « s s s & LITERSPERDAY . oo s s s s a a s s s o ¥ - ACRE-FEET. . = « + « oo
LITERS .. :.¢: 0 . TONSPER HOUR . . . . » P - | HECTARE-METER. . s s F

CUBIC YARDS . . . . METRIC TONS PER HOU «e e oW ACRES. . . . .« «
CuBIC METERS . . . GALLONS PER HOUR . weasE HECTARES. . «

GALLONS PER DAY LITERSPERHOUR. ., ¢ s 2 s 2« « a s s &« H

EXAMPLE FOR COMPLETING ITEM 1 (shown in line numbers X-1 and X-2 below): A facility has two storage tanks one tank can hold 200 gallons and the
other can hold 400 gallons. The facility also has an incinerator that can burn up to 20 gallons per hour,

-

LI
I I )
e 8 8 0

.
.
.

A opur — FAN U UL LU LT UUTRNRRRNY

1
B. PROCESS DESIGN CAPACITY B. PROCESS DESIGN CAPACITY
e %
o A.PRO FOR 5 A.PRO FOR
CESS 2. UNIT CESS 2, UNIT
Q - |OFFICIAL m JOFFEICIAL
:g ShBGe) (specify) L.‘:,Jg:- ONLY jg abaie) y Leé:‘::_; ONLY
1 = (L NLE) - 27 ’_"_!'_J 29 - 32 1o - 8 19 i 27 18 29 s J=
X-1lslol2 600 g S
N-3TI0|3 20 E 6
l1lsiojl 40,000 G 7
2 !
>!siol2| 1,100,000 G 8 -
i =
% TlOJ‘l 5,000 il 10 -
18 - IR K] = B 27 L] e - i 14 - [ - 20 B - 3
EPA Form 3510-3 {6-80) PAGE 1 OF 5 CUNTINUE ON REVERS!

: A




P irom page 2.

Prhatocopy this page before completing if you have more than 26 wastes to fist Form Approved OMB No. 158.S80004

ePA 1.D. NUMBER (enter from page 1) \ E FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY h ‘\
fxluipojofsfrofo 8225 £ pup -
IV DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS WASTES (continued) 2 s it nioto g et gt e s L
A. EPA C.UNIT | D. PROCESSES
w |HAZARD.{ B. ESTIMATED ANNUAL [OF MEA- )
Zp WASTENQO( QUANTITY OF WASTE {enter . 1. PROCESS CODES ¢ 2. PROCESS DESCRIPTION
T Z | tenter code) code) . (enter) (if a code is not entered in D(1})
23 a8 27 - }_‘_ I‘Jl- II.? 2,| ‘TZ_!7 ZTI - FID 27[ -Tz'_',,"'
1 |Klo|4(8 _ 700 T |[so2lToliTo4|
I ] ] { 1 1 T T
2 |kloi4l9 2,600 | |T| |so2|lro1l|To4
- ¥ 1 1 T 1] L] 1 1
3 |klols|o 1| |7 |[sollrto1l|To4
1 ] 1 ] 1 ] I_ T
4 |klols|1 1,200 | || |[so2lTto1|Tro 4
IR E LI | T 1 T 1 T ¥
112 Ixlojs]|2 200 | |T| |[so1llsoz2{To1llTo 4
Y T LI T—T ™
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7/7/81
7/22/81

7/23/81

7/24/81

8/10/81

8/24/81

8/27/81
10/16/81
16/30/81
11/3/81

Chronclogy

Event

Sampling and sample delivery
to independent laboratory.

Sample tests completed and
mailed to Clark.

Sample test results received.
Waste Profile sheet and
Certification of Representative
Sample prepared.

Sample, Certification of
Representative Sample, and
Waste Profile sheet delivered
to landfill operator laboratory.

Sample analysis completed

Application sent to IEPA for
permit,

Application received,
Permit issued.
Permit copy received,

Waste taken off site to
landfill.

fIB 'y

Action
Party

Clark
Independent
laboratory

Clark
Clark

Landfill
operator
laboratory

Landfill
operator

IEPA
IEPA
Clark

Clark



7/7/81

7/23/81

7/24/81
10/30/81

11/3/81

Addenda to Chronology
(Explanations and Descriptions)

The landfill operator required a completed Waste
Profile Sheet and a sample to be tested by his
laboratory to determine if the waste was of a nature
for which the landfill was suited. Only then could he

~ask for a permit to receive the waste.

Clark did not have the waste analysis to prepare the
Waste Profile Sheet, When the waste became accessible
a sample was obtained and taken to an independent
laboratory for analysis. A second sample was obtained

to be later forwarded with documents to the landfill
operator.

The sample was received by the laboratory.

Clark received from the independent laboratory the
results of the tests performed on the sample they
recedved on July 7. A Waste Profile Sheet was prepared
using these results, A Certification of Representative
Sample Sheet was also prepared.

Clark delivered to the landfill operator's laboratory
the sample obtained on July 7 for this purpose, the
Certification of Representative Sample Sheet, and the
Waste Profile Sheet,

Clark received its copy of the permit issued to the
landfill operator to receive the waste at the landfill,
Clark = arranged with the waste hauler for transport of
the waste to the landfill.

The waste was hauled to the landfill where it was
received and disposed with liners and cover, The roll-
off box rented from the hauler was retained by him.



R

Action

Party

Clark

Independent
laboratory

Landfill
operator
and
laboratory

Regulatory
agency
(IEPA)

L 3

Allocation of Days

Action

Document preparation
and sample delivery.
Hauling waste off site,

Sample
result

Sample
permit

testing and
reporting.

testing and
application

preparation and
submission.

Permit

approval

and issuance

Total

Days

16

34

64

1198

(4%)

{13%)

(29%)

(54%i‘
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GULF COAST LABORATORIES, INC.

2417 Bond St., Park Forest South, 1llinois 60466
Phone (312} 534-5200

Phone {212) 885-7077

ANALYTICAL REPORT

TO: Clark Oil & Refining Corporation  DATE: July 22, 1981
131st & Kedzie Avenue
. Blue Island, Illinois 60406 RE: Waste Analysis
Tank Bottoms-Leaded Gasolir
ATTN: Mr. Stafford Jacques Tank :
GCL# 19600
Sample Date: 7/07/81
' . Cedn — ¥ 71
L ILLINOIS
PARAMETERS RESULTS LEACHATE

. ...'Tvr-.:,ﬁf,;',_ ;—ﬂ;:n?ﬁ;,n;q..i... et

Flash Point ‘(Closed cup) - % 212  OF

e

pH (20 % Solution) 8.6

'A]_k a 1 ]‘_ ni :t:'y B e 0 . 1 6 % .

7 T rotal Solids

?fDissoiVed Sulfides

K
[

Cadmium

*Nickel

g? Lead

[ ¢ selenium . T <

Silver <

~Arsenic T Tl g

Chromium

o Copper 192 mg/kg <1l mg/kg

Analyst B Wt Date 1 {Z‘L‘ 8 i
Approved: \‘_}\JJNA




¥
!

! ANALYTICAL REPORT

,§ TO: Clark 0Oil & Refining Corporation  DATE:
D 131st & Kedzie Avenue

3 Blue Island, Illinois 60406 RE:
1 ATTN: Mr. Stafford Jacques

GULF COAST LABORATORIES, INC.

2417 Bond St., Park Forest South, Illinois 60466

Phone {312} 5345200
Phone (219) 885-7077

July 22, 1981

Waste Analysis

Tank Bottoms—Leaded Gasolir
Tank

GCL# 19600

Sample Date: 7/07/81

ILLINOIS SwWM -§/—37-

PARAMETERS RESULTS

i Mercury ¢ 70.05 mg/kg

LEACHATE

B . _Zing ' 64 mg/kg

.
b
a
.-"J-::‘ -
s
‘ Analyst Date _‘-] I Lll 8 l

Approved:

N :




GULF COAST LABORATORIES, INC.

2417 Bond 8t., Park Forest South, l[linois 60466
Phone (312} 534-5200

Phone (219) 885-7077

3
ANALYTICAL REPORT
|
| TO: Clark 0il & Refining Corporation DATE: July 22, 1981
P 131st & Kedzie Avenue
P Blue Island, Illinois 60406 RE: Waste Analysis
i Tank Bottoms-Leaded Gasoli:
ATTN: Mr. Stafford Jacques Tank
GCL# 19600
=3 Sample Date: 7/07/81
CWwMm —8(~37-7~{
s PARAMETERS RESULTS

CTrom i e e i s a

BN PR AN

: | Analyst | Date -ﬂz}d % ‘
Approved: M

—t



GULF COAST LABORATORIES, INC.

2417 Bond St., Park Forest South, {llinois 60466
Phane {312) 5345200

Phone (219} 885-7077

ANALYTICAL REPORT

TO: Clark 0il & Refining Corporation  DATE: July 22, 1981
131st & Kedzie Avenue

Blue Island, 1Illinois 60406 RE: Federal Criteria Testing
Analysis
ATTN: Mr. Stafford Jacques Tank Bottoms-Leaded Gasolins
Tank
GCL# 19600

Sample Date: 7/07/81
Cwm ~ 81 -37- 7~

PARAMETERS ’ RESULTS
. > 212 - OF ¢
8.6
Béﬁlum" .  541§>:¢f o '_,{g32°‘* 10 mg/iﬁ?”
Cadmium | | < 0.1 mg/1
Selenium < 0.1 mg/1
et RS O.5fﬂ}’mé)1ﬂ
<
P
<

N ' _ : ' Analyst J’\\Dmm__:ulZJEiL
L Appraved: MM
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V€D STap UNITED STATES
> ™ ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
-y - REGION V
wi
g 230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST.
S CHICAGO. ILLINGIS 60604
Y4, ppore® REPLY TO ATTENTION OF:

LI S S5HW-13

John T. Bernbom, Director of Environmental Cont
Clark 0il1 and Refining Corporation 50
P.0. Box 297

Blue Isfand, IL 60406

RE: Permit Apf]ication,wjthdrawa1 Letter
FACILITY NAME: Clark 011 and Refining Corporation

U.S. EPA ID NO.: ILD 005 109 822

Dear Mr. Bernbom:
This is to acknowledge receipt of your letter of August 2, 1983 ,
requesting the withdrawal of your Part A Hazardous Waste Permit Application.
Your request was not signed and certified by an authorized person, in
accordance with 40 CFR Part 270.11 (enclosed). Please resubmit your request
with the correct signature and certification, so that your withdrawal can be
processed. Your request must contain a detailed explanation why the
application should be withdrawn. Also, if at any time, since November 19,
1980, your operation included treatment, storage, or disposal of hazardous
“waste subject to 40 CFR Part 265, a closure plan must be filed with the
withdrawal request. Requirements for closure are found in 40 CFR Part 265
Subpart G (enclosed).

If no response is received in this office within 30 days, we will assume
your facility requires a permit. Accordingly we will continue to process
your application.

Please feel free to contact the Technical, Permits, and Compliance Section
at (312) 353-2197 for assistance, if you have any questions. Please refer
to “Permit Application Withdrawal Letter," in all correspondence on this
matter.

Sincerely yours,

Karl J7 Klépitsch, Jr.,“Chief

Waste Management Branch

Enclosure

cc: Richard P. Nelson, Vice President, Manufacturing
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3

A
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£ 230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST. CSINING R s
% g 1884 CHICAGO. ILLINOIS 60604 e AR
A moﬁd\bin 18 : REPLY TO ATTENTION OF:
' 5HW-13

John T. Bernbom, Director of Env. Control
Clark 0i1 and Refining Corp

P.0. Box 297

Blue Island, I11inois 60406

RE: Request for Information--Withdrawal of Part A
FACILITY NAME: Clark 0il and Refining Corp

U.S. EPA ID NO.: 1LD0OGC5109822

Dear Mr. Bernbom:

In a letter dated January 27, 1984 , the United States Environmental
Protection Agency Region V, requested you to submit additional information
to support your request of August 2, 1983 for withdrawal of your

hazardous waste permit application. A response to our letter was due on February
27, 1984 Since we have not yet received the additional information requested,
our records will continue to show the above facility as a regulated hazardous
waste management facility subject to the Resource Conservation and Recovery

Act, as amended (RCRA), and regulations promulgated thereunder.

Based on the information that was submitted, your facility appears to store
¥pstes generated on-site for fewer than 90 days as defined iq 40 CFR
art 565 3z ?enc]osed). Please review these requirements to verify that
your %aci?ity qualifies as an accumulation facility . If it does, and a
permit is not required, please submit your determination in writing, signed
and certified by an authorized person in accordance with 40 CFR Part 270.11
{enclosed)}, requesting that your application be withdrawn, If at any time

since November 19, 1980, your operation included treatment, storage, or
disposal of hazardous waste subject to 40 CFR Part 265, a closure plan must

be filed with the withdrawal request. Requirements for closure are found in
40 CFR Part 265 Subpart G (enclosed).

If your review indicates that a permit is required, but certain information
on your application fs incorrect, please submit a revised Part A with the
appropriate changes to this Regional Office. We will assume your facility
requires a permit, if no response is received in this office within 30 days.
Accordingly, we will continue to process your application.

Please contact the Regulatory Analysis and Information Unit at (312) 886-6148
for assistance, if you have any questions. Please refer to "Request for
Information--Withdrawal of Part A," in all correspondence on this matter.

Sincerely yours,
Karl J. Klepitsch, Jr., Chief

Waste Management Branch

Enclosures
cc: Richard P. Nelson, Vice President
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Clark Oil & Refining Corporation
131st & Kedzie Avenue

Post Office Box 297

Blue Island, Il. 60406
312-928-5200

January 10, 1985

Mr. Karl J. Klepitsch, Jr., Chief

Waste Management Branch

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Region 5

230 8. Dearborn Street

Chicago, Illinois 60604

Attention: S5HW-13

Re: Request for Information--Withdrawl of Part A
Facility Name: Clark 0il and Refining Corporation
U.5. EPA ID No.: ILD005109822

Dear Mr. Klepitsch:

Please withdraw our permit application for treating,
storing, and disposing of RCRA hazardous wastes. We have
determined not to have conducted such activities and do
not plan to do so. Thank you,

Sincerely,

“John &. Bernbom

\_~Director, Environmental Control
JTB:d1lg



UNITED STATES

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY L.} S 1OF
REGION 5 . : f 11y
RCRA ACTIVITIES L{lJ JUN 2 19831
P.0. BOX A3587 ,
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60680 . CLARK O &
BFFINING CORPORATION
BHS-JCK-13
JUN 19 1985
f John T. Berbom, Director, Environmental Control
S Clark 0i1 and Refining Corporation
P 131st & Kedzie Avenue
: P.J3. Box 297

| lue Isiand, I111inois €0406

RE: Permit Application Withdrawal Lletter
FACILITY NAME: Clark Qi1 & Refininn Corporation
U.S. EPA ID NO,: ILD 003109322

Dear Mpr, Berbom: ¢

This is to acknowledge receipt of your letter of January 10, 1S35requesting
the withdrawal of your Part A Hazardous Waste Permit Application. Your
request was not signed and certified by an authorized person, in accordance
with 40 CFR Part 270.11 (enclosed). Please resubmit your request with the
correct signature and certification, so that your withdrawal can be processed.
Your request must contain a detailed explanation why the application should
be withdrawn. Also, if at any time, since November 19, 1980, your operation
included treatment, storage, or disposal of hazardous waste subject to 40

CFR Part 265, a closure plan must be filed with the withdrawal request.
Requirements for closure are found in 40 CFR Part 265 Subpart G (enclosed).

We will assume your facility requires a permit, if no response is received

in this office within 30 days. Accordingly, we will continue to process your
application.

Please feel free to contact the Authorization and Information Section at

(312) 886-6148 for assistance, if you have any questions. Please refer to
"Permit Application Withdrawal Letter," in all correspondence on this matter.

Sincerely yoﬁrs,

Arthur S. Kawatachi, Chief
Information Unit

tnclosures

cc: Richard P. Nelson , Vice President
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GLARK DIL & REFINING CORPORATION

July 24, 1985

Arthur S. Kawatachi, Chief

Information Unit _

United States Environmental Protection Agency

Region V

RCRA Activities

P.0O. Box A3587

Chicago, Illinois 60690

Re: U.S. EPA ID No.: ILD 005109822
Clark ©il & Refining Corporation
Blue Island Refinery

Dear Mr. Kawatachi,

Please consider this letter as a withdrawal of the Part A
application for the above facility, Since November 19, 1980, the
operation of the above facility did not include treatment,
storage or disposal of hazardous waste subject to 40 CFR Part
265. Such activities will not be performed at the facility,

I certify under penalty of law that this letter was prepared
under my direction or supervision in accordance with a system
designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and
evaluate the information submitted. Based on my ingquiry of the
person. or persons who manage the system, o©or those persons
directly responsible for gathering the information, the
information submitted is, to be the best of my knowledge and
belief, true, accurate, and complete., I am aware that there are
significant penalties for submitting false information, including
the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

Sincerely, .
n T. Bernbomn
JTB:dlg irector, Environmental Control

1315t & Kedzie Avenue Post Office Box 297 Blue Island, lllinois 60406 (312) 928-5200
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3 ‘L WASTE ANALYSIS REPORT A227]

\ %—OHY: hamiealWasta Manze ont of 1linois WASTE PROFILE SHEET CODE
N \ £ SHEET RECEIVED ON: ____7/24/B1__ REPRESENTATIVESAMPLE RECEIVED ON: 1/24/8)]
A AppCATE OF REP. SAMPLE RECEIVED: 7/24/81 SAMPLE TAKEN: 7/7/81
\ \B,,pPOSED TREATMENT/DISPOSAL FACILITY: Chicago/CID

. THE ANALYSES BELOW REPORTED WERE SELECTED BY ME, BASED UPON THE GENERATOR'S
REPRESENTATIONS IN THE PROFILE SHEET AND ANY APPLICABLE WASTE ANALYSIS PLAN ESTAB- .
LISHED BY THE PROPOSED FACILITY FOR WASTE OF THIS TYPE. ANALYSES BEQUIRED BY AWASTE

ANALYSIS PLAN ARE INDICATED BY AN ASTERISK (= J. Jﬁbm Oé)mf
DATE OF ANALYSIS: 8-10-81 LAB MANAGER: L. (A 7 Ll

CHM #9631 - Clark 0i1 & Refining Corp.

As IE{}/? Analyst : A Analyst
Test Received | Leachate Initials Test Recewed | beachate Initials
Specific Gravily —
on 10 S, SOLUT/ION 7 1D
Acidity, % as
Alkalinity, % 85 Phenols, ma’Ka 500 D
cC oD, mgid Cyanides, as CN, Total, mg/Ke 2100 —1 T3
8 0 D, mg/ . Cyanides, as CN, Free, mg/i -~ hinheihd i
Total Solids @ 105°C g? aA7% el i
Total Dissolved Solids, mg/l Nitragen, Ammonia, as N. mg/!
Total Suspended Sotids, mg/l Nitregen, Organic, as N, mg/i
Residue on Evaporation @ 180°C Totat Kieldah! Nitrogen, as N, mag/l
Flash Point, F° yedl b “TD Total Alkalinity {P). as CaC0s, mg/l
Ash Content, on ignition 85, 58Y% - Total Alkalinity (M), as CaCOa, mg/t
Heating Valve, BTU/D Total Hardness, as CaCOs, mg/l
'Fcid Scrub,” ghaOM/g . Caleium Hardness. as CaCOx, mg/l
e Magnesium Hardness, as Cat0a1, mg/i
Arsenic, as AS. ma/l
Barium, as Ba, mg/! ..
Boron, 2s Bi, mg/l O# and Grease, mg/l
Cadmium, as Cd, mg/l
Chromium. Total as Cr, mg/l
Hexavalent Chromium @ Cr. mg/l Aldrin, mg/l
Copper, as Cu, mg/i Chiordane, ma/i
tron, Total as Fe, mg/i poT's, me/l
\ron. dissolved. as Fe, mg/l -- Cueldrin, me/’l
Lead, as Pb, maj<f 7.8 a4 Endrin, mg’l
Manganese, a8s Mg.-—mg."l Heptachlors, mg/i
Magnesium, as Mg, ma/l Lindane, mg/l
Mercury. as Hg, ma/l ~ : : Methoxychior, mg/l
Nickel, as Ni, mg/ ; Toxaphene. mg/l
Setenium, as Se, mg/l Parathion, mg/l
Sitver, as Ag. mg/! 2. 4, D. mg/
Zing, as £n, mg/) 2 4.5 TP (Sivex). mg/l_ -
PCB's, mgAl
Bicarbonates, as HCOa, my/i
Carbonates, as CO. mg/l
Chlorides. as Cl, mg/l
Fluorides, as F, mg/l
Nitrate, as NO., mg/
Nitrite, as NO., ma/t
y Phosphate, as P, mg/t *
’ ultate, as SO« ma/t
Sullides, as S. mgfrvq_‘ Dissolyey <. U D
FORM WMI-52 {Rev. 11-5-B0} .. , . . 7
©1980 WASTE MANAGEMENT, INC. This romort ks koo prepned for tha ewclusive use and anzfit fa
; captoof Mhipoii. 0o tepracentalion )
caztheleed gesortoy OF COMMIENsss

07 TIISI CSIDAn] s report.
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*ILLINOIS _ | Environmental Protection Agency

2200 Churchlll Road, Springfield, lllinois 62706

217/782-6760

Octoher 18, 1081 Permit Numher 8172074
Application Received & IEPA: August 27, 1981 Permit Expires: October 15, 1982

- Permit Issued To: Waste Management of I11inois, Inc.

Address: u
Post Office Box 1295
Calumet City, I1linois  AO4CH

Haste Name: Gasoline Tank Bottoms
Waste Classification: Hazardous

Waste Generated At:

. Waste Generator: Clark 011 & Refirning Co. IEPA Generator No.: 0310240003

12100 South Kedzie Avenue

| - Blue Island, ITlinois 60472

o

" Disposal Site: Chicago/CID - - - . IEPA Site No.: 03150020 -

. Annual Volume Autharized: 26 Cubic Yards

RKC:DAH: jk/2140¢,2

Disposition of Waste:

Bulk Waste (solid, liquid, powder or sludge) mixed with daily
recaipts of refuse :

Permit to receive the indicated waste is granted.

This permit is granted subject to the attached standard conditions.

VR R s

Ramz K. Chaturveci, P.E.

Manager

Special Waste Unit

Rasidual Manacement Section :
Division of Land/ﬁo1se Pollution fontrolr

ccy Clerk 0§1 & Refining Ce.
“General Drainage
Region
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N o STATE OF ILLINOIS
1 TO B& COMPLETED BY 5? “ ‘ ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY . 0 3 6 ? 8 2 1
- JWASTE GENERATOR DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL o T T
T4 2200 CHURCHILL ROCAD, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOCIS 62706
82-6760
P ' : SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST ' Autharization Number 8| 2 0 7 &
e 3
CLARE Ow Reg Cote. {2100 S, Kepzie  Ave.  Fed IDQ‘LG,LID 00 jloq 3:1.3:.
- {Company Name) Address O 2 D Oy G
BLU&E BL}}I\LD . T 60 o & Generatos Number
City State lip : )
! - WASTE HAULER(S)
I’J:D& PE") D‘:n -r \A’P‘STE l 5 ! q' G' Li 'd E A‘Vt'- S.W.H, Registration Number 0 _QJ,.E.QC_)L
Hauler Name B Hauler Address
GARY) IN q¢ 406 Fema ID TND 05 942 563
P SW.H, RegistrationNumber . o _
Hauler Name Hauler Address 32 £

-"cLD/cmcaeo _ 1sre T4 PoBx 1296 051 L0030

DESTINATION — DISPOSAL STORAGE OR TREATMENT SITE

{Facthty Name) Address Site Number 44

CP,L.uLME.T Ciry LL _Lo%od T3 ITDTLDol 025¢ 246

City State Zip

TO BE COMPLETED BY

WASTE a:uzmrun WASTE NAME G ASOLINE Tﬁfd K BOTTOMS WASTE PHASE: Solid
ASTE (Liquid, Gaseous, Solid)
(o of] /3 DR

THE S’ECN WASTE BEING TRANSPORTED UNDER THIS MANIFEST IS OF THE DD¥ !iAZA.RD CLASSIFICATION INDICATED IMMEDIATELY BELOW:

SHIPPING DESCRIPTION: .~ - o - HAZARD CLASS: %@’ o
o WEIGHT FOR B o
HRZARD()tkS ) FfST'E‘J. DR M—E D.O.T. USE TONS (circle one)
SortD, M.0.S. S NA 9189 /o T
‘ GALLONS (Circle Ongj. - - C
WEIGHT FOR LEP A 15SE MUST BE : : R
CONVERTED 10 CU. YDS. OR GAL © QUANTITY OF WMEBELIVERED.T’_?_C&.&[‘&O CU- Y03 ._—;)J_/_ : S

< ¥<.x < WETHOD OF SHIPMENT (Circle One) DRUMS CTANKTRUCK OTHER (Specify).

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE-NAMED SPECIAL WASTE IS PRUFERLY CLASSIFIED, DESCRIBED, PACKAGED, MARKED, AND LABELED AND 1S IN PROPER COND”“]N FOR TRANSPORTATION,
IN ACCIJRDANC{ W"H THE APPLICABLE REGULA“UNS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF TR}\NSPORTATIUN
FeD. EPA KAazARDouS.

.IHEREBYAGREEYUANDERTIFYTHEABDVEWRITTEN INFORMATION l ‘ | . A - . -
w3 < J o c-['oa “Waste Namessr K052

Py pﬁuthumld&gnature)
WASTE HAULER P S e u - -

| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE .\BOVE DESCRIBED SPECIAL WASTE AND QUANTITY HAS BEEN ACCEPTED IN PROPER CONDITION FOR TRANSPORT AND | ACKNOWLEDGE THE DESTINATION AS

INDICMEB‘ . ~ ,

W Qw ‘ DATE:L[,J ig__.] gj_
Q {Authorized Sngna!ure) ' . . =

@) 7 ) Cooae__f /

{Auihorized Signature) ""‘-"
DISPOSAL, STORAGE, GR TREATMENT FAGILITY*

HAZARDOUS WASTE SUBJECTTO FEE  YES— 2SS Mo
L HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE-DESCRIBED SPECIAL WASTE AND INDICATED QUANTITY HAS BEEN ACCEPTED AT THE SITE SPECIFIED ABOVE:

G G ol ST TR B LU A

{Authorized Signature)}

AENTS OR SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:

INILLINOIS: 217 / 782-3637 - *24 HOUR EMERGERCY AKD SPILL ASSISTANCE KUMBERS® OUTSIDE ILLINOIS, 800 / 424-8802
DISIRIBUTION. PART - | GERERATOR PART -7 IEPA PART -3 SHE PART - 4 HAULER PART - 5 [EPA PART - 6 GENERATOR
GEMNERATOR COPY -— PART 1 - DO NOT REMOVE PART 1 FROM SET UNTIL COMPLETED.




/1(~ GLARK O1L. & REFINING CORPORATION

October 8, 1985

Valdas Adamkus
Regional Administrator
USEPA, Region V

RCRA Activities

P.0O., Box A-3587
Chicago, Illinecis 60690

Re: <Clark 0il & Refining Cdrporation
ILD 005109822

Dear Mr. Adamkus,

The purpose of this letter is to request USEPA to <change the
designation of Clark 0il as treater, storer, disposer to the
correct designation as generator only.

On November 18, 1980, Clark submitted a Part A application, copy
enclosed, Due to regulatory uncertainty, Clark sought interim
status as a storer and treater., As a result of this application,
Illinois EPA currently considers Clark as engaging in treatment
in tanks (T0l), other treatment (TO4), storage in containers
(SO1l) and storage in tanks (S02}. Clark recognizes these’
designations. as erroneous since Clark only generates waste,

Except for the possibility of one incident discussed below, Clark
has not engaged in the storage, treatment or disposal of
hazardous waste since the implementation of the RCRA system,

'On November 3, 1981, eight yards of leaded tank bottoms (K052) of
Clark were disposed at a permitted off-site disposal facility
pursuant to the required manifest and permit, copy enclosed. The
waste was analyzed and the permit applied for on August 24, 1981.
The permit was received by Clark 67 days later on October 30,
1981. This incident may have resulted in the storage of
hazardous waste since, while awaiting permit issuance, the waste
was stored in a lined and covered roll off box. (Please note the

enclosed analysis demonstrating that this solid waste did not
contain any hazardous or toxic properties.)

1315t & Kedzie Avenue Post Office Box 297 Blue Island, lilinois 60406 - (312) 928-5200



Valdas Adamkus
Regional Administrator
USEPA, Region V
October 8, 1985

Page Two

I certify under penalty of law that this letter was prepared
under my direction or supervision in accordance with a system
designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and
evaluate the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the
person or persons who manage the system, or those persons
directly responsible for gathering the information, the
information submitted is, to be the best of my Kknowledge and
belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are
significant penalties for submitting false information, including
the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

In conclusion, please consider this correspondence as withdrawal
of the Part A application as treater and storer. Clark wishes to
remain a generator of hazardous waste.

Sincerely,

), ﬁ‘_w M
,/J%;n T. Bernbon

\_DBirector of Environmental Control

dlg
Enclosures
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11 CLARK OIL & REFINING CORPORATION

December 10, 1987

L.arry Eastep

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency
Division of Land Pollution Control

2200 Churchill Road

Springfield, Illincis 62706

Re: Blue Island Refinery
ILD 005 109 822

Dear Mr. Eastep:

On November 17, 1980, Clark submitted a RCRA Part A application
for the above facility. Since Clark does not store, treat or
dispose of hazardous waste, a withdrawal of Part A was submitted
on August 2, 1983. Clark has no record that the withdrawal of
Part A was effectuated for the above facility (Clark received
notice of Part A withdrawal for its Wood River Refinery).

Clark would greatly appreciate a statement that 1Illinois EPA
classifies the above facility as a generator-only of hazardous
waste. "Thank you for your attention to this request.

Sincerely,

%. Bernbom

Director of Environmental Control

dlg .

B

i
131st & Kedzie Avenue Post OffngBox 297 Blue Island, fllinois 60406 (312) 928-5200
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\\\ '¢c; % . - SALES CODE “ E "
\ 3 AL WASTE ANALYSIS REPORT AL2271

" %oﬁﬂ €%emk3%ﬂaﬂePﬂv“:°m°1‘0f”“nd3 WASTE PROFILE SHEET CODE
\ \ & SHEET RECEIVED ON: 7/24/81 BEPHESENTATNESAMPLERECENEDON: 7/24/81

5 JpfICATE OF REP. SAMPLE RECEIVED: 7/24/81 SAMPLE TAKEN: 7/7/81

oPOSED TREATMENT/DISPOSAL FACILITY: Chicago/CID

\vﬁé%;/’\

. THE ANALYSES BELOW REPORTED WERE SELECTED BY ME, BASED UPON THE GENERATOR'S
REPRESENTATIONS IN THE PROFILE SHEET AND ANY APPLICABLE WASTE ANALYSIS PLAN ESTAB- .
LISHED BY THE PROPOSED EACILITY FOR WASTE OF THIS TYPE. ANALYS

ESREQUIRED BY AWASTE
ANALYSIS PLAN ARE INDICATED BY AN ASTERISK ( 3 ) Aﬂ Q . O z
DATE OF ANALYSIS: 8-10-81 LAB MANAGER: / Y T 7 b—

cWM #@631 - Clark 0i1 & Refining Corp.
f oy 20 = §

e g
=177 B
Test Re:e\;isved Leachiaae ’;‘:i?ilzél Test Recﬁa?ved Leachate ?rr\‘i?;zlsst
Specific Gravity - .
oH__ 10 9, SOLUTION 2ey 1D
Acidity, % as
Alkalinity, % BS Phenols. mgKa, 50 0 1D
C O D, mo/l Cyanides, as CN, Total, mg/K9 Zin n 7
B O D, mg/l ; Cyanides, as CN, Free, mg/| i i
Total Solids @ 105°C 9?2 _47% s
Total Dissolved Solids, mg/l Nitrogen, Ammonia, as N, mg/l
Total Suspended Solids, mo/l Nitrogen, Organic, as N, mg/l
Residue on Evaporation @ 180°C Total Kjeldaht Nitrogen, as N. mg/l
Flash Point, F°® ) 2912 F 'TD Total Alkalinity (P), as CaCO», mg/l
Ash Content, on ignition 85. 58% - - Total Alkalinity (M), as CaCOs, mg/l
_Heating Valve, BTU/Ib Total Hardness. as CaCOs, mg/l
‘.\Acid Scrub," gNaOH/g . Calcium Hardness, as CaCO3, mg/l
4

Magnesium Hardness, as CaC0,, mg/l

Arsenic, as AS, mg/l
Barium, as Ba, mg/! ..
Boron, as Bi, mg/l Oil and Grease, mg/l
Cadmium, as Cd, mg/l
Chromium, Total as Cr, mg/l

Hexavalent Chromium @ Cr, mg/| Aldrin, mg/l
Copper. as Cu, mg/ Chlordane, mg/!
iron, Total as Fe. mg/l : DDT's, mg/l
Iron. dissclved, as Fe, mg/i - Cieldrin, ma./l
Lead, as Pb, mgjf<¥f 7.8 49 Endrin, mg/l
Manganese, as MK._mg/I Heplachlor, mg/l
Magnesium, as Mg, ma/l Lindane, mg/l
Mercury, as Hg. ma/l  ~ . : Methoxyechlor, mg/l
Nickel, as Ni, mg/| . Toxaphene. mg/|
Selenium, as Se, mg/i Parathion, mg/l
Silver, as Ag. mg/| ' 2,4, D mg/l
Zinc, as Zn, mg/l 2. 4,5 TP (Silvex), mg/i %
PCB’s. mo/l

Bicarbonates, as HCOa, mg/l
Carponates, as CO,, mg/l
Chiorides, as C\, mg/l
Fluorides, as F, mg/l

Nitrate, as NOi, mg/l

_ Nitrite, as NO. mg/l
mosnha:c. as P, mg/l °

* ulfate, as SO., ma/l

(Emides. as 5. mo/Xy DISSHVED L c.U TS
r £

FORM WMI-52 (Rev. 11-5-80)

©1980 WASTE MANAGEMENT, ING. This remort kas beor preasmod for the ouclusiva use and Ixanefit

of Chemicai Viaste ifen~..ount of Miesis @0 sgpraeenidiion
conserm ng creRie v LI, or saz'ytoed sesurtCy ©F Chmmeleness

Ta ly-epmt .. - - s ogp e  r oy rm vl e 1 s pim
i3 horeby riiez 13 ony, <a.br D3N TGS $.is reporl
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*lLLINOIS | Environmental Protection Agency

ZEA

2200 Churchill Road, Springfield, Illinois 62706

217/782-6760

Octoher 16, 1081 Permit Numher 812074
Application Received & IEPA: August 27, 1981 Permit Expires: October 15, 1982

- Permit Issued To: Haeste Managsment of I111inois, Inc.

Address:
Post Office Box 1295
Calumet City, Illinois  AOA0H

Waste Name: Gasoline Tank Rottoms
Waste Classification: Hazardous

Waste Generated At:
12100 South Kedzie Avenue

-Waste Generator: Clark 011 & Refining Co. IEPA Generator Neo.: 0310240003

.- Blue Island, I1linois 60472

*" Disposal Site: Chicago/CID - IEPA Site No.: 03160030

- Annual Volume Autharized: 20 Cubic Yards

Disposition of HWaste:

Bu1k Waste (solid, liquid, powder or sludge) m1xed with daily
receipts of refuse

Permit to receive the indicated waste is granted.

This permit is granted subject to the attached standard conditions.

&,«\L 7& [L\a?a-.;%&ﬁ -

Ramz K. Chaturveci, P.E.~

Manager

Special Maste Unit

Residual Manaaement Section

D1v1<1on of Land/No1se Ppllution Ccntrol

RKC:DAH: 3k /2240c , 2 I

cc: Clark 011 & Refining Co.
Seneral Drainage
Region
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s»:\’eo 874% UNITED STATES
» .s-__r ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
> Q2
S weE o REGION V
] M 3 230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST.
% e CHICAGO, ILLINO!S 60604
RCT—— REPLY TO ATTENTION OF:
ST S S5HW-13
b 0L N . S
,.j-)::ffhi
John T. Bernbom, Director of Enyironmenta] anzr?}?s
Clark 0i1 and Refining Corporation éf?{f“‘%§%$a'
P.0. Box 297 L ‘Q~4Z@fkb
Biue Island, IL 60406 MO ’.Q?E;J
ooy o
- 7
“?f,c? “fan - £
¥ - oy
v 1;..*,2 - ’\'\\!jf
Py
‘-134 ?}f«

RE: Permit Application Withdrawal Letter
FACILITY NAME: Clark 031 and Refining Corporation

¢.S. EPA ID NO.: ILD 005 109 822
Dear Mr. Bernbom:

This is to acknowledge receipt of your letter of August 2, 1983 .
requesting the withdrawal of your Part A Hazardous Waste Permit Application.
Your request was not signed and certified by an authorized person, in
accordance with 40 CFR Part 270.11 (enclosed). Please resubmit your request
with the correct signature and certification, so that your withdrawal can be
processed. Your request must contain a detailed explanation why the
application should be withdrawn. Also, if at any time, since November 19,
1980, your operation included treatment, storage, or disposal of hazardous

- waste subject to 40 CFR Part 265, a closure plan must be filed with the

withdrawal request. Requirements for closure are found in 40 CFR Part 265
Subpart G {enclosed).

If no response is received in this office within 30 days, we will assume
your facility requires a permit. Accordingly we will continue to process
your application.

Please feel free to contact the Technical, Permits, and Compliance Seétion
at {312) 353-2197 for assistance, if you have any questions. Please refer
to "Permit Application Withdrawal Letter,” in all correspondence on this
matter.

Sincerely yours,

Karl J% K]Epitsch, Jr.,;Chief

Waste Management Branch
Enclosure

cc: Richard P. Nelson, Vice President, Manufacturing
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VLED UNITED STATES L AN s 5
fﬁ . ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENGY & DEC 21 19 idf
- 2 REGION & CLAZK 01L&
< 230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST. SSINNG éﬂaz;ﬁé&‘rﬂ"ﬁ
*d’ 1984 © CHICAGO. ILLINOIS 60604 ' RAT
4 prote DEC 18 REPLY TO ATTENTION OF:

S5HW-~13
John T. Bernbom, Director of Env. Control
Clark 0i1 and Refining Corp
P.0. Box 297
Blue Isltand, I1linois 60406

RE: Request for Information--Withdrawal of part A
FACILITY NAME: Clark 0i1 and Refining Corp

U.S. EPA ID NO.: 1LD005109822

Dear Mr, Bernbom:

In a letter dated January 27, 1984 » the United States Environmental
Protection Agency Region V, requested you to submit additional information
to support your request of August 2, 1983 for withdrawal of your

hazardous waste permit application. A response to our letter was due on February

27, 1984 Since we have not yet received the additional information requested,
our records will continue to show the above facility as a regulated hazardous
waste management facility subject to the Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act, as amended (RCRA), and regulations promulgated thereunder.

Based on the information that was submitted, your facility appears to store
?@stes generated on-site for fewer than 90 days as defined ip 40 CFR
art g5 34 ?enc1osed). Please review these requirements to verify that
your %aci%ity qualifies as an accumulation facility . If it does, and a
permit is not required, please submit your determination in writing, signed
and certified by an authorized person in accordance with 40 CFR Part 270.11
(enclosed), requesting that your application be withdrawn. If at any time

since November 19, 1980, your operation included treatment, storage, or
disposal of hazardous waste subject to 40 CFR Part 265, a closure plan must

be filed with the withdrawal request. Requirements for closure are found in
40 CFR Part 265 Subpart G (enclosed).

If your review indicates that a permit is required, but certain information
on your application is Incorrect, please submit a revised Part A with the
appropriate changes to this Regional Office. We will assume your facility
requires a permit, if no response is received in this office within 30 days.
Accordingly, we will continue to process your application.

Please contact the Regulatory Analysis and Information Unit at (312) 886-6148
for assistance, 1f you have any questions. Please refer to "Request for
Information--Withdrawal of Part A," in all correspondence on this matter.

Sincerely yours,
Karl J. Klepitsch, Jr., Chief

Waste Management Branch

Enclosures
cc: Richard P. Nelson, Vice President
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Clark Ofl & Refining Corporation
131st & Kedzie Avenue

Post Office Box 297

Blue island, IL 60406

312-928-5200

January 10, 1985

Mr. Karl J. Klepitsch, Jr., Chief

Waste Management Branch

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Region 5

230 S. Dearborn Street

Chicago, Illinois 60604

Attention: S5HW-13

Re: Request for Information--Withdrawl of Part A
Facility Name: Clark 0il and Refining Corporation
U.S. EPA ID No.: 1ILD005109822 :

Dear Mr. Klepitsch:

Please withdraw our permit application for treating,
storing, and disposing of RCRA hazardous wastes. We have
determined not to have conducted such activities and do
not plan to do so. Thank you,

Sincerely,

*John T. Bernbom

\_-Director, Environmental Control
JIB:dlg
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY ! ? i
REGION 5 : al RINS
RCRA ACTIVITIES thds JUN2 4 1885087
P.O. BOX A3587 ‘
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60690 - CLAKK DL &
BEFINING CORPORATION
5HS-JCK-13

JUN 191985

John T. Berbom, Director, Environmental Control
Clark 0i1 and Refining Corporation
131st & Kedzie Avenue

P.J. Box 297
Blue Island, I1linois E040€E

RE: Permit Application Withdrawal Letter
FACILITY NAME: Clark 0il & Refinina Corporation
U.S. EPA ID NO.: ILD 005109322

4

Dear My, Berbom:

This is to acknowledge receipt of your letter of January 10, 1S35requesting
the withdrawal of your Part A Hazardous Waste Permit Application. Your
request was not signed and certified by an authorized person, in accordance
with 40 CFR Part 270.11 (enclosed). Please resubmit your request with the
correct signature and certification, so that your withdrawal can be processed.
Your request must contain a detailed explanation why the application should

be withdrawn., Also, if at any time, since November 19, 1980, your operation
included treatment, storage, or disposal of hazardous waste subject to 40

CFR Part 265, a closure plan must be filed with the withdrawal request.
Requirements for closure are found in 40 CFR Part 265 Subpart G (enclosed).

We will assume your facility requires a permit, if no response is received
in this office within 30 days. Accordingly, we will continue to process your
application.

Please feel free to contact the Authorization and Information Section at
(312) 886-6148 for assistance, if you have any questions. Please refer to

"Permit Application Withdrawal Letter," in all correspondence on this matter,

Sincerely yoﬁrs,

@ﬁh%m: |

Arthur S, Kawatachi, Chief
Information Unit

Enclosures

cc: Richard P. Nelson , Vice President
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CLARK OIL & REFINING CORPORATION

July 24, 1985

Arthur S. Kawatachi, Chief

Information Unit

United States Environmental Protection Agency

Region V

RCRA Activities

P.O. Box A3587

Chicago, Illinois 60690

Re: U.S, EPA ID No.: ILD 005109822
Clark 0Oil & Refining Corporation
Blue Island Refinery

Dear Mr. Kawatachi,

Please consider this letter as a withdrawal of the Part A
application for the above facility. Since November 19, 1980, the
operation of the above facility did not include treatment,
storage or disposal of hazardous waste subject to 40 CFR Part

- 265, Such activities will not be performed at the facility.

I certify under penalty of law that this letter was prepared
under my direction or supervision in accordance with a system
designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and
evaluate the information submitted. Based on my ingquiry of the
person or persons who manage the system, or those persons
directly responsible for gathering the information, the
information submitted is, to be the best of my knowledge and
belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are
significant penalties for submitting false information, including
the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

Sincerely, ,

W

n T. Bernbom
JTB:dlg irector, Environmental Control

1315t & Kedzie Avenue Post Office Box 297 Blue Island, Hllinois 60406 (312) 928-5200



1

i
§

rr vy

. e STATE OF ILLINOIS
JTOBECOMPLETEDBY 917 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY ) 0 3 6 ? 8 2 1
- yWWASTE GENERATOR : DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL - T T
r"-l 2200 CHURCHILL ROAD, SPSIZNSZKSLE?, ILLINOIS 62706
v SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST ' Authorization Number 8 ) 2 0 7 €
CrLaft. _ow v Ree Cotr. 13100 S, Kevzie  AVe.  Fed I.E)QISL? 60 _i:o‘i 82_32.
- {Company Name) Address O 2 D 00 (;
BL&E ISLFH\L'D . T éo 4o & Generator Number
City State Zip -
WASTE HAULER{S)
I'J:DC- PE'Q :D‘:"a r \’J ASTE ' S-Gh b G- LiNE AUB‘ SW.H. Registration Number _9__9_2_3'.9.0
' Hauler Name - ‘o~ HauierAd Tess
GARY, TN G6¢o6 Fem ID IND 05 Y42 563°
i - I S.W.H. Registration Number __ o
i Hauler Name Haylet Address 3 3
l 7 DESTINATION — DISPOSA.L STORAGE OR TREATMENT SITE
1CID /Cl-’:lcaso 128 T-9¢ P Box 1296 031 L003¢
{Faality Name) I Address ) Sile Numher “
Cm_uuv\ ET WQ Iy Slalle- _@Qz‘fn-o 1 _TFep IDILDo! o23¢ a4,
TO BE COMPLETED BY
WASTE s:umnron WASTE NAME: G ASOLIN E THA} ,uN BOTT'O MS WASTE PHASE: SoLid

- ; i i CQ o ﬂ- {Lquid, Gascous, Soiid)

THE EECW. WASTE BEING TRANSPORTED UNDER THIS MANIFEST IS OF THE DO¥ !IAZARD CLASSIFICATION INDICATED IMMEDIATELY BELOW:

SHIPPING DESCRIPTION: . - N - HAZARD CLASS: ' %ﬁl’ L
Haza ADOUS Was -rEY, ___ DAM-—E DOT US| = TORS (el on
_ SoLiD, M.0.S. . NA 4189 : /. e
‘ ' ' y GALLONS (Circle Oné). - - Col
wucmrumr_u USE MUST BE c - - -
CONVERTED 10 CU, YDS. OR GAL © QUANTITYOF wn.srtnzuvmsn._.-__gé)f "23 CU. YDS. : S

- . 47 51 53

o tev< METHOD OF SHIPMENT (CircleOne)  DRUMS  TANKTRUGK OTHER (Specify)-

_ THIS S TO CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE-NAMED SPECIAL WASTE IS PROPERLT CLASSIFIED, DESCRIBED, PACKAGED, MARKED, AND LABELED AND IS IN PRO?ER CONDITIUN FOR TRANSPGRTATION,
IH ACCORDANCE WITH THE APPLICABLE REGULATIONS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSFORTATION
TeD. EPA HAzARDouS.

‘nmsvmszmmucsanmnmovswmmu INFORMATION 7 D E ﬁ-‘-; ' . L | :
e L3 S o e N ikﬁcla@ " wWaste Numezr K0S

o/ thuthorizfd Signature)

WASTE HAULER R L u i =

-

1 HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE ABOYE-DESCRIBED SPECIAI. WASTE AND QUANTITY HAS BEEN ACCEPTED IN PROPER CONDITION FOR TRANSPORT AND | ACKNOWLEDGE THE DESTINATION AS

:l:l < &w o ' \ | om”_f 3_[ g]

Q (Authorized Sagnalure) .
@ Cowe__f
(Authorized Signature) """—’ ‘ R
DISPOSAL, STORAGE, OR TREATMENT FACILITY* K
HAZARDOUS WASTE SUBJECTTOFEE  YES NO

" LHEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE-DESCRIBED SPECIAL WASTE AND INDICATED QUANTITY HAS BEEN ACCEPTED AT THE SITE SPECIFIED ABQVE:

A OO, ST T FEE el 4

(Authorized Signature)

AENTS OR SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:

IN ILLINDIS: 217 / 782-3637 - *24 HOUR EMERGENCY AND SPILL ASSISTANCE NUMBERS > OUTSIDE ILLINOIS: 800 / 424-8¢

DISTRIBUTION: PART - 1 GENERATOR PARY - 2 IEPA PART - 3 SITE PARY - 4 HAULER PART -5 IEPA PART - 6 GENERATOR
GENERATOR COPY — PART 1 - DO NOT REMOVE PART 1 FROM SET UNTIL COMPLETED.
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GULF COAST LABORATORIES, INC.
2417 Bond St., University Park, Illinois 60466
Phones (312) 534-5200 (219) 885-7077 {815) 723-753

Mr. Stafford Jacaques

February 11, 1988

Clark 0il & Refining Company

P.0O. Box 287

Blue Island, Illinois 60406

Dear Mr. Jacaues,

Please find enclosed the analytical reports for the
samples submitted to Gulf Coast Laboratories for analyses.
They were identified as fqllows: :

CLIENT 1D

#A Earth Sample
#B Earth Sample
#C Earth Sample

SAMPLE DATE

GCLi# DATE RECEIVED
- 122625 01/27/88 01/27/88
122626 01/27/88 01/27/88
122627 01/27/88 01/2%7/88

If you have any questions, please contact our

laboratories.

JB/1g

Enclosures

'Sincerely,
WESTON/GULF COAST LABORATORIES

Gofon Boudrtan

John Boudrean
Analytical Director

A Wholly Owned Subsidiary of Roy F. Weston, Inc.
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i TO: Clark 0il & Refining Company
P.C. Box 297
" Blue Island II. 60406

! ATTN: Mr. Stafford Jacques

Pl

(T P

DATE

GULF COAST LABORATORIES, INC.
2417 Bond St., University Park, tllinois 60466
Phones (312) 5_34-5200 {219) 885-7077 (815) 723.7533

ANALYTICAL REPORT

02/10/88

#A-Earth Sample from 800 Tank
COR-88-18-1-268 - PO# 808750
Samplie Date: 01/27/88

Date Received: 01/27/88

GCL Number: 122625
GCL #  PARAMETERS ANALYST RESULTS
122625 Lead EP Toxicity  t- ... Jfd - - < 0.5 < lmg/l .

J;122625 Lead, Total

122625 Solids; ‘Total .-

el TR XL UV Lo




- : -EUI.F\ GULF COAST LABORATORIES, INC.
i) o N COAST\'\ 2417 Bond $t., University Park, Illlinois 60466

e Y § LXBORKTORIES. INc)
P 3 =/

Phones (312) 534-5200 (219) 885-7077 (815) 723-7533

ANALYTICAL REPORT

!
| 'P0: Clark 0il & Refining Company DATE: 02/10/88
: P.O. Box 297
5 Blue Island IL 60406 RE: #B-Earth Sample from 800 Tank
I COR-88-19-1-26 - PO# 808750
""ATTN: Mr. Stafford Jacques Sample Date: 01/27/88
s Date Received: 01/27/88
b GCL Number: 122626
{ GCL # PARAMETERS ANALYST RESULTS
' 122626 Lead EP Toxicity = = . . jfa < 0.5 - -mg/l
| 122626 Lead, Total - jmE 82 ng/ke 4

Ve ENLE fai

122626 Solids, -Total b R sl R e e 95.6 % il

I raus



GULF COAST LABORATORIES, INC.
2417 Bond St., University Park, Ilinois 60466
Phones (312} 534-5200 (219) 885-7077 (815) 723-7533

ANALYTICAL REPORT

kTO: Clark 0il & Refining Company DATE: 02/10/88

P.O. Box 297 _

i Blue Island IL 60406 RE: #C-Earth Sample from 800 Tank A<M
f% COR-88-20-1-26 - PO# 808750 Akeh
{ATTN: Mr. Stafford Jacques Sample Date: 01/27/88

Date Received: 01/27/88
GCL Number: 122627

GCL # PARAMETERS ANALYST RESULTS

122627 Lead EP Toxicity

Jr_izzsz? Lead, Total

122627 5olids;"To

__, R T T
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GULF COAST LABORATORIES, INC.
2417 Bond St., University Park, Hlinois 60466
Phones {312} 534-5200 (219) 885-7077 (815} 723-7533

The following is a list of flags that Gulf Coast Laboratories
frequently uses on our analytical reports. All flags may not be
applicable for the enclosed reports.

A — Indicates a condensation product.

B - Indicates the compound was found in the blank as well as
the sample.

C - Pesticide compound confirmed by GC/MS
d — Result is on a dry weight basis
D — Indicates the compound was identified in an analysis at a

secondary dilution factor. If a sample is re—analyzed at a
higher dilution, the "DL" suffix is appended to sample
numbers.

e — Concentrations exceed calibration range of the instrument
for that specific analysis.

— Severe matrix interference

= Indicates an estimated value which is below detection limit
— Peaks present but do not appear to be PCBs |
‘Spike recovery not within control limit

— Indicates value determined by Method of Standard Addition

-~ Indicates compound was analyzed for but not detected

= o n ®w " 4o =
|

- Result is on an "as is basis" (wet weight)
BDL - Below Detection Limit
NA - Not Applicable

NR -~ Not Required

* - Duplicate not within control limits
+ - Correlation coefficient for MGA <0.995
@ - Due to matrix interference, post digestion spike is out of

control limits.
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GULF T, GULF COAST LABORATORIES, INC.

COAST )

j| LARORATERIES. INC.\

2417 Bond St., University Park, Hlinois 60456
Phones (312) 534-5200 (219) 885-7077 (815) 723-7533

N

Enclesed are method references for the EP Toxicity testing
procedures.

On May 19, 1980, the EPA published in the Federal Register the
first phase of the RCRA Laws. It defines four characteristics of
hazardous waste to be used by persons handling solid waste to
determine if that waste is a hazardous waste. RCRA defines a
hazardous waste as a solid waste that may cause or significantly
contribute to serious illness or death, or that poses a
substantial threat to human health or the environment when
improperly managed. EPA has listed four characteristics, any of
which would characterize it as a hazardous waste. They are;

1) IGNITABILITY - Identifies wastes that pose a fire hazard
during routine management. Fires not only present immediate
dangers of heat and smoke but also are capable of spreading
harmful particulate matter over large areas. In general, the
following criteria establish ignitability:

Liguids — A flash point temperature below 60 C {140 F.)

Solids - Capable of causing fire through friction, absorption of
moisture or spontaneous chemical reactions. When ignited burns
vigorously.

*Methodology — SW-846 Method 1010. A solid sample is prepared as
a b0% suspension with Ethylene Glycol. The suspension is analyzed
per SW-846, Method 1010.

2) CORROSIVITY - Identifies wastes requiring special containers
because of their ability to corrode standard materials, or
requiring segregation from other wastes because of their ability
to dissolve toxic contaminants. The following criteria establish
corrosivity:

Liguids - A pH less than or equal tc 2.0 or géeater than or equal
to 12.5.

Solids - Any so0lids that exhibits corrosive propefties.

¥Methodology — A 10% suspension of a solid sample is prepared for
analysis by SW-B46, Method 9040.
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GULF COAST LABORATORIES, INC.
2417 Bond St., University Park, illinois 60466
Phones (312} 534-5200 (219) B85.7077 (8156) 723.7533

Y- { ARORRIONES. NC
\ e

3) REACTIVITY - Identifies wastes that during routine management,
tend to react spontaneously, react vigorously with air or water, are
unstable to shock or heat, generate toxic gases or are explosive.
Criteria that establish reactivity are any substance that:

a) Is unstable and readily undergoes vioclent change without detonation.

b) Reacts violently with water.
c) Forms potential explosive mixtures with water.

d} When mixed with water forms toxic gases, vapors or fumes in
quantities that present danger to human health or the environment.

e} Is a cyanide or sulfides bearing waste that can generate toxic
gases when exposed to pH conditions between 2 and 12.5 units.

¥) Is capable of detenation if subjected to a strong initiating source.

g) Is readily capable of detonation or explosive decomposition
at standard temperature and pressure.

h) Is a forbidden explosive as defined in 49 CFR 173.51, is a
Class A explosive as defined by 49 CKFR 173_.88B.

*Methodology — Total Cyanide - S5W-846 Method 9010
: Reactive Cyanide — SW-846 Method 85010

Reactive Cyanides is quantitated by determining the difference
between total cyanide content and the cyanide content of a
portion of the same sample that is suspended in approximately 400
mls of deionized water and the pH adjusted to 2 with 50% Acetic
acid. The sample is stirred for 24 hours and then analyzed for
total cyanides. The difference between the original result and
the treated results is reported as Reactive Cyanides.

*Methodology - Total Sulfides - SW-846 Method $030
Reactive Sulfides — SW-846 Method 98030

Reactive Sulfides is quantitated by determining the difference
between total sulfides content and the sulfides content of a
portion of the same sample that is suspended in approximately 400
mls of deionized water and the pH adjusted to 2 with 50% Acetic
acid. The sample is stirred for 24 hours and then analyzed for
total sulfides. The difference between the original result and
the treated results is reported as Reactive Sulfides.



GULF COAST LABORATORIES, INC.
2417 Bond St., University Park, lllinois 60466
Phones (312) 534-5200 (219) 885-7077 (815} 723-7533
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TOXICITY - Identifies wastes that, when improperly managed, may,
release toxicants in sufficient quantities to pose a substantial
hazard to human health or the environment. A waste exhibits the
characteristics of EP Toxicity if the extract, following the
extraction procedure as described in Appendix II of 40 CFR 261,
contains concentrations equal to or greater than the levels
listed below:

Arsenic e e e e e e e e e e e e e 5.0 mg/l
Barium T a1 ¢ mg/1
Cadmium e e e e e e e e e e e e e 1.0 mg/1
Chromium e e e e e e e e e - - . 5.0 mg/1
Lead e et e e e e e e e e e 5.0 mg/l
Mercury e e e e e e e e e e e e e . 0.2 mg/1
Selenium e e e e e e e e e e e e . 1.0 mg/1
Silver e e e e e e e e e e e . 5.0 mg/1
%. *Methodology -~ SW-846 Method 1310. All parameters above

are referenced upon the attached Laboratory Summary.

*Methodology — SW-846 Method 1330. All parameters above
are referenced upon the attached Laboratory Summary.

The other charts and graphs included with this report are the
data generated during the analysis of the sample and are included
for your inspection. Analyses for Copper, Nickel, Iron and Zinc
are also included, but threshold values have not been established
at this time. These probably will be included in the near future
and are now requested by some landfills, before they will accept
a waste for disposal.



GULF COAST LABORATORIES, INC.
2417 Bond St., University Park, iilinois 60466
Phones {312) 534-5200 (219) 885-7077 (815) 723-7532
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METHOD 1310 - EXTRACTION PROCEDDRE TOXICITY
LABORATORY SUMMARY ~ RAW DATA/METHODOLOGY

EXTRACTION - Samples are prepared in accordance with SW8486,
Method 1310. The extractor used is a 29 RPM multiple extraction
unit, per 5W-846, Method 1310, Figure 3. A picture is enclosed.

ANALYSIS - A summary of instrumentation, methodology, and
specific wavelength is provided Dbelow. All analyses are
conducted by Standard Addition per 5SW-8B46 methodology. A

correlation coefficient of 0.995 or greater is reaquired by GULF
COAST LABORATORIES, 1IRC. Quality Control Protocol for all
analyses which contain significant amounts of the parameter of
interest or contain a value greater than one-tenth of the maximum
value established by EPA, per the May 19, 1980 Federal Register.

PARAMETHER METHOD INSTRUMENT WAVELENGTH ADDITION LEVELS
(nm)

Arsenic SW-846 — 7061 P&E 5000 193.7 0.1, 0.2, 0.3 ug
Barium SW-846 - 7080 P&E 5000 533.6 0.5, 1.0, 1.5 ppm
Cadmium SW-846 - 7130 P&E 5000 228.8 0.10, 0.20, 0.30 ppm
Chromium SW-846 - 7190 P&E 5000 357.9 .10, 0.20, 0.30 ppm
Copper SW-846 -~ T210 P&E 5000 324.8 0.10, 0.20, 0.30 ppm
Lead SW-846 - T420 P&E 5000 283.3 0.10, 0.20, 0.30 ppm
Mercury SW-846 - 7470 P&E 306 253.7 1, 2, 3 ppb
Nickel SW-846 - 7520 P&E 5000 231.1 0.10, 0.20, 0.30 ppm
Silver SW-84B - 7760 P&E 5000 328.1 0.10, 0.20, 0.30 ppm
Selenium SW-846 - 7741 P&E 5000 196.0 0.05, 0.10, 0.15 ug

Zine SW-846 - 7950 P&E 5000 213.9 0.16, 0.20, 0.3C ppm

For more specific information, please refer to the attached bench

sheets. A copy of each chromatogram for each parameter is
enclosed for your reference.
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GULF COAST LABORATORIES, INC.
2417 Bond St., University Park, lllinois 60466
Phones (312) 534-5200 (219) 885-7077 (815} 723-7533

EXTRACTION DATA

Gulf Coast Laboratories Number / A 947525‘

Volume of Mother Liquid LA , ml
Mass of Solid Material Extract oz g
Description of Solid Phase " <9.5 mm >9.5 mm
Volume of 0.5 N Acetic Acid to Extractor i) ml
Final Volume of Combined Filtrates HOCO ml

For specific pH data throughout the test, refer to attached
extraction toxicity key and the extraction raw data.

EXTRACTION DATA

¢

Gulf Coast Laboratories Number _ /.3 34 2

Volume of Mother Liquid AR ml
Mass of Solid Material Extract plnd E
Description of Solid Phase L~ <9.5 mm >9.5 mm
Volume of 0.5 N Acetic Acid to Extractor _ 4#¢0 ml
Final Volume of Combined Filtrates HOD O ml

For specific pH data throughout the test, refer to attached
extraction toxicity key and the extraction raw data.

EXTRACTION DATA

Gulf Coast Laboratories Number _ /3 3¢ 3b& iﬂt“ﬂ
AH

Volume of Mother Liquid ml
Mass of Solid Material Extract O g
Description of Solid Phase L~ <9.5 mm >3.5 mn
Volume of 0.5 N Acetic Acid to Extractor Heo - ml
Final Volume of Combined Filtrates AHOOO ml

For specific pH data throughout the test, refer to attached
extraction toxicity key and the extraction raw data.

L

EXTRACTION DATA

Gulf Coast Laboratories Number / = P

Volume of Mother Liquid AR ml
Mass of Solid Material Extract G g
Description of Solid Phase " <9.5 mm >9.5 mm
Volume of 0.5 N Acetic Acid to Extractor e A ml
Final Volume of Combined Filtrates Zoop ml .

For specific pH data throughout the test, refer to attached
extraction toxicity key and the extract_ion raw data.



GULF COAST LABORATORIES, INC,
2417 Bond St., University Park, lllinois 60466
Phones {312} 534-5200 (219} 885-7077 (815) 723-7535
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EXTRACTION DATA

Gulf Coast Laboratories Number /45 (/’/r"w“f( *‘64115%}

Yolume of Mother Liquid /i ~ml
Mass of Solid Material Extract Ak g
Description of Solid Phase " <9.5 mm >9.5 mm
Yolume of 0.5 N Acetic Acid to Extractor _ O ml
Final Volume of Combined Filtrates el ml

For specific pH data throughout the test, refer to attached
extraction toxicity key and the extraction raw data.

I W s lishdat b AT
ﬁimbl AUN Uﬂlﬁ

Gulf Coast Laboratories Number

Volume of Mother Liqguid ml//
Mass of 8o0lid Material Extract g
Description of Solid Phase <9.5 mm >9.5 mm
Volume of 0.5 N Acetic Acid to Extractor < ml
Final Volume of Combined Filtrates < ml

For specific pH data throughout the test, refer to attached
extraction toxicity key and the extraction raw data.

EXTRACTION DATA ’ /////
Gulf Coast Laboratories Number

Volume of Mother Ligquid i - - ml
Mass of Solid Material Extract ./ . g
Description of Sclid Phase <9.5 mm >3.5 mm
- Volume of 0.5 N Acetic Acig to Extractor ml
Final Volume of Combined Filtrates ml

For specific pH data throqghout the test, refer to attached
extraction toxicity key and the extraction raw data.

EXTRACTION DATA

Gulf Coast . laboratories Number

Yolume of“Mother Liquid ml
Mass of Sclid Material Extract g
Description of Solid Phase <9.5 mm >3.5 mm _
Yoliume of 0.5 N Acetic Acid to Extractor ml
Final Volume of Combined Filtrates ml

Fo specific pH data throughout the test, refer to attached
etion—toxieity—key-and—theextraction—raw-data—mmm—-
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GULF COAST LABORATORI!ES, iNC.
2417 Bond St., University Park, Illinois 60466
Phones (312) 534-5200 ({219) 885-7077 (815) 723-7533

EXTRACTION PROCEDURE TOXICITY

METHOD 1310 KEY

Gulf Coast Laboratories, Inc. Log Number

Sample Description

Sample Weight

Filtration Procedure for Ligquid - Solid Separation
Yolume of Mother Liquid

Method of Preservation of Mother Liquid

Grams of Solid Material

Sample Size Specifications (<9.5 mm)

Volume of Deionized Water for Extraction

pH Ledger

Volume of 0.5 N Acetic Acid Used to Adjust pH
Yolume of Deionized Water Added Following Extraction
Final Volume of Combined Filtrates

Filtration Procedure of Solid Leachate

Verification of Addition of Mother Liquid.torSolid Phase Extract
Yerification of Temperature Control (20 - 40005

Time Procedure was Completed
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GLARK OIL & REFINING CORPORATION

February 18, ., 1988

Clifford Gould

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency
Division of Land Pollution Control

1701 s. First Avenue

Maywood, Illinois 60153

Re: Clark 0il & Refining Corporation
Blue Island Refinery, ILD005109822

Dear Mr., Gould:

This submittal is a follow-up to our meeting of December 22,
1987.

On November 17,-1980, Clark submitted a Part A application., This
submittal was made due to regulatory uncertainty. Subsequent to
regulatory clarification, Clark sought to withdraw the Part A

application, Attached as Attachment A is a chronology of these
events,

During our discussion on December 22, 1987, <Clark learned that

IEPA's delay in acting on our withdrawal requests may be due to

an event that occurred in 1981, Clark removed residue from a
tank that previously contained leaded gasoline. This residue was

placed in a lined, covered, and elevated roll off box (see

Attachment B) and a disposal permit application was submitted.

At no time did the contents of this container come in contact
with the environment, air, water or land. Due to delay in permit-
issuance, this waste may not have been removed within 90 days.

Attached as Attachment C is a copy of the permit and a copy of

laboratory analysis demonstrating that the waste did not contain

any hazardous or toxic properties.

Following your suggestion of December 22, 1987, Clark sampled the
area where the above-mentioned roll off box was placed during the

permit issuance procedure, A random selection of four locations
in this area was made (see Attachment D). Composite samples were -
made at three depths: i} sample A, six inches; ii) sample B,

twelve inches; and iii) sample C, eighteen inches. The results
of this sampling is attached as Attachment E, Note that the
analyses demonstrate the absence of contamination.

131st & Kedzie Avenue Post Office Box 297 Blue Island, iliinois 60406 (312) 928-5200
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Clifford Gould

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency
February 18, 1988

Page Two

Enclosed please find a completed Part A Withdrawal Request Form.
We will be pleased to provide any additional necessary
information.

Sincerely, ,

ohn T. Bgrnbom |

dlg

Attachments !

copy to Amy Dragovich - IEPA (w/attach.)
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FACILITY PART A WITHDRAWAL
REQUEST FORM

Complete and Submit to:

I1Tinois Environmental Protection Agency
Attn: Carrie Agrall

Division of Land Pollution Control #24
Permit Section

2200 Churchill Road

Springfield, IL 62706

Date: _02/ 18 /88 _

Facility Name: Clark 0il & Refining Corporation
(As it appears on the Federal Printout or on the accepted Part A)

T T Ta—— — ——  ——— S —m—— T— — im— i

D ey e v et S —— A e ————

Location of Facility: 131st Street & Kedzie Avenue
{Street Address)

Blue Island, IL 60406 Cook
(City) {Zip Code) (County}
Contact Person & Phone #: John T. Bernbom (312) 385 . 5000

(Name and Title)
A representative of our facility previously submitted a Part A RCRA Interim Status

Permit Application indicating the handling of hazardous waste by the following
~ process{es):

Treatment | Storage Disposal
Tank TOl x_ Container (barrel, Injection Well D79 ___
drum, etc.) S01 _x
Surface Impoundment T02 _ Tank 502 _X_ Landfill pso __ -
’ ]

Incineration T03 Waste Pile 03 ___ Land Application D81 _
*Qther T04 _x_ Surface Ocean Disposal 082
(Specify Below) Impoundment S04

* Use of portable containers Surface

: Impoundment D83
such as drums, steel boxes, .

and truck mounted tanks.

IL 532-14880
LPC 233 a/86
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Page 2

The Part A was filed in error for the following reason(s): (see attached)

COMMENTS*

. Drum Recycling

B
C. Elementary Neutralization**
D

. Elementary Neutralization and RCRA requlations were amended so that
Wastewater Treatment Unit** in-system neutraliZation is not con-
sidered treatment.

. Exempted Waste

. Pickle Liquor***

E
F. Non-Hazardous HWaste
G
H

. Protective Filer '

J. Raw Materials

K. Recycling {Specify type of
recycling, and exemption claimed)

. Small Quantity Generator

. Storage less than 90 days

. Transfer Facility

. Wastewater Treatment Unjt**

M
N
P
Q. Transporter
R
S

. Non-Existing Facility
(Never Built)

¥ T. Other . Our operations do _not reguire treat-

ment, storage or disposal.

Include copies of any supportive documents (i.e., waste analysis, manifests, amended
Part A's, etc.) to substantiate non-regulated claim.

* Comment Section should be used to explain in detail the reason for claiming non-

regulated status. If more than one reason is checked, each comment should reflect
the alpha letter next to each explanation.

** Whenever a Treatment Exemption is claimed, the Comment Section should indicate

what process generated the waste {i.e., p1at1ng operation, metal heat treating,
etc.).

*** Other than spent pickle liquor generated by steel finishing operat1ons of plants
that produce iron and/or steel.

IL 532*1‘!89
LPC B/BE
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Based on the above information (check one):

_2% 1. Please withdraw the RCRA Part A Permit Application as our facility never
treated, stored (more than 90 days) or disposed of hazardous waste since
November 19, 1980 and is currently not regulated. (see attached)

— 2. Please withdraw the RCRA Part A Permit Application as our facility is
exempt from regulation.

_X 3. #Please withdraw the RCRA Part A Permit Application and change the regulated
status to:

X a. Generator

___ b. Transporter

# (If number 3 is checked, a new or subsequent 8700-12 (EPA Hazardous Waste
Notification) may be required).

I am aware that should our facility treat, store, or dispose of
(i.e.,transport, generate, treat, store or dispose of) any hazardous waste in the
future, we would be required to comply with the notification and/or permitting
(i.e., notification and/or permitting} requirements of RCRA.

I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared

. under my direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure

that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluate the information submitted.
Based on my inquiry of the person or persons directly responsible for gathering the
information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief,
true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant penalties for

submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for
knowing violations. :

Z /<§ylh4n 4}1Luﬂ Director of Environmental Control

John T. Bernbom t(Name and Title - Date) February 18, 1988

+ (Signature must be in compliance with 702.126 (i.e., responsible corporate

officer or designee, general partner or the proprietor, principal executive
officer of an agency, etc.) :

BB:tk:3/1/42(8/5/86)

IL 532-14B0
LPC 233 B/B6
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@ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency - P.0.Box 19276, Springfield, IL 62794-3276

217/782-6761

Refer to: 0310240005 - Cook County
Clark 0i1 and Refining Corporation
ILD005109822
RCRA Part A

February 19, 1988

o Mr. John T. Bernbom, Director of Environmental Control
Clark 071 and Refining Corporation
131st and Kedzie Avenue
P.0. Box 297
Blue Island, I1linois 60406

=Ty

Dear Mr. Bernbom:

This is in response to yolUr request to withdraw the Part A application
Tor the subject taciiity. An Agency review of records confirms that
this facility should not be reclassified as a generator only status
and the Part A withdrawn at this time.

A request to withdraw your facility's Part A application should be
s submitted only after the container storage area is certified closed
according to an Agency approved closure plan.

Should you have any questions regarding this matter please contact Amy
Dragovich at 217/782-6761.

Very truly yours,

E
% wrence W. Eastep, P.E., Manfger
: ermit Section-

Division of Land Pollution Control
LWE:ALD/dh/6

cc: HMaywood Region _
Compliance Monitoring
USEPA V - Jim Mayka
USEPA V - Mary Murphy
USEPA ¥ - Art Kawatachi

“ Division File @)%\ﬂ%@

Amy Dragovich
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e 1‘\’" GLARK OIL & REFINING CORPORATION

February 22, 1988

Lawrence W. Eastep, P.E., Manager

Permit Section

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency
Division of Land Pollution Control

P.0O. Box 19276 :

Springfield, IL 62794-9276

Re: Clark 0il & Refining Corporation
Blue Island Refinery, ILDD05109822

Dear Mr. Eastep:

In response to a telephone conversation with Amy Dragovich on
February 18, 1988, Clark submitted an application on February 18,
1988 to your Agency to withdraw the Part A application.
Clark will be pleased to provide any additional information.
Sincerely,

n T, Bernbom

dlg

131st & Kedzie Avenue Post Office Box 297 Biue Istand, lllinois 60406 (312) 928-5200



o CLARK OIL & REFINING CORPORATION

February 22, 1988

Lawrence W. Eastep, P.E., Manager

Permit Section

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency
Division of Land Pollution Control

P.O. Box 19276 .

Springfield, IL 62794-9276

Re: Clark 0il & Refining Corporation
Blue Island Refinery, ILD005109822

Dear Mr. Eastep:

™

S‘\\\

In response to a telephone conversation with Amy Dragovich on
February 18, 1988, Clark submitted an application on February 18,

1988 to your Agency to withdraw the Part A application.

Clark will be pleased to provide any additional information.

Sincerely,

/S-u..,lfw-\

n T. Bernbom

dlg

131st & Kedzie Avenue Post Office Box 297 Biue Island, lilinois 60406

(312) 928-5200



il CLARK DIL & REFINING CORPORATION
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March 3, 1988

Amy Dragovich

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency
Division of Land Pollution Control

2200 Churchill Road

Springfield, I1 62706

Re: Clark 0il & Refining Corporation
Blue Island Refinery, ILD005109822

Dear Ms. Dragovich:

This letter i; a2 supplement to our submittal dated February 18,
1988.

During our recent discussions, it was verified that the handling
of eight cubic yards of tank bottoms during 1981 is the source of

questions concerning the withdrawal request of our Part A
application,

These tank bottoms were removed and disposed of on November 3,
1981. As a result, if this material was generated prior to
August 5, 1981 Clark stored the material for more than 90 days.
Clark investigation clearly establishes that this material was
generated after July 7, 1981; probably between July 8, 1981 and
July 13, 198l. As a result, this waste was likely stored on-site
for more than 90 days (i.e., between 113 and 118 days).

In view of this unfortunate circumstance, please consider the
following:

Clark 0il requests Illinois EPA to grant'a 30 day extension
of the applicable 90 day storage time 1limit covering a
single load of eight cubic yards of tank bottoms permitted
on October 16, 1981, permit number 812076. This extension

would permit storage for a 119 day period from July 7, 1981
to November 3, 1981,

131st & Kedzie Avenue Post Office Box 297 Blue Istand, lllinpis 60406 {312) 928-5200



amy Dragovich

Illinois Environmental Protection Agency
March 3, 1988

Page Two

Clark believes that a favorable ruling on the above request can
satisfactorily resolve this problem without the need for further
action by Clark or the Agency. Please consider our prior
submittal in evaluating the above request. Particularly
noteworthy is previously submitted documentation that the eight

cubic vyards of waste did not exhibit any hazardous or toxic
properties,

Thank you for your continuing efforts to resolve this problem.

Sincerely,

n T.‘Bernbom

irector of Environmental Control
dlg

copy to C. Gould
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Illinois Environmental Protection Agency - 2200 Churchill Road, Springfield, IL 62706

217/782-6762

Refer to: 0310240005 -- Cook County
Clark 011 and Refining Corporation
ILD0051 09822
RCRA Closure

March 28, 1988

Mr. Jdohn T. Bernbom

Director of Environmental Control
Clark 011 and Refining Corporation
131st and Kedzie Avenue

Post Office Box 297

Blue Istand, I1linois 60406

Dear Mr. Bernbom:

This is in response to your request dated March 3, 1988 that a provisional

variance be granted under 35 I11. Adm. Code 722.134 for the period October 4,

1981 to November 3, 1981.

This request cannot be granted for the following reasons:

1. Section 722.134(d) did not become effective until May 1982. Therefore, in
October 1981 a variance could not have been granted under 35 111. Adm.
Code 722.134(b).

2. The provisional variance mechanism was not included in 722,134(b) until
December 2, 1986.

3. The Pollution Control Board generally does not issue variances for past
violations.

A request to withdraw your facility's Part A application should be submitted
only after the container storage area is certified closed according to an
Agency approved closure plan.

RECEIVE]

MAR 811388

CLARK OIL REF,
ELVE ISLAND, L.



Illinois Environmental Protection Agency - 2200 Churchill Road, Springfield, IL 62706

Page 2

Should you have any questions regarding this matter please contact Amy
Dragovich at 217/782-6762.
Yery truly yours,

@M&{/Mzgf
rence W. Eastep, PLE., @?ﬁ%;er

Permit Section
Division of Land Pollution Controil

LWE:ALD:bjh/0826j /59,60

cc: Maywood Region
Compliance Section
USEPA V - Jim Mayka ‘
USEPA V -~ Mary Murphy
USEPA V - Art Kawatachi
Division File - Closure
Amy Dragovich
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. CLARK OIL & REFINING CORPORATION

March 31, 1988

Lawrence W. Eastep, P.E., Manager

Permit Section

Division of Land Pollution Control
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency
2200 Churchill Road

Springfield, IL 62706

Re: Clark 0il & Refining Corporation
ILD005109822

Dear Mr. Eastep:

Your March 28, 1988 correspondence stated three reasons for
rejection of our March 3, 1988 request:

1. Section 722.134(d) did not become effective until May 1982,
Therefore, in October 1981 a variance could not have been
granted under 35 Ill. Adm. Code 722.134(b).

2. The provisional variance mechanism was not included in
722,134(b) until December 2, 1986,

3. The Pollution Control Board generally does not issue
variances for past violations. :

Clark was advised by telephone today that the relief sought must
be based on rules in effect at the time of possible storage.
Although our March 3 request did not specifically identify
current or prior rules, please consider this letter as a request

for a 30 day extension pursuant to any applicable rules under
which relief may be granted,

The prior version of Rule 722,134(b) provides:

A generator who accumulates hazardous waste for more than 90
days 1is an operator of a storage facility and is subject to
the requirements of 35 Ill. Adm. <Code 724 and 725 and the
permit requirements of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 702, 703 and 705
unless he has been granted an extension of the 90-day
period, Such extension may be granted by the Agency if
hazardous wastes must remain on-site for longer than 90 days
due to unforeseen, temporary, and uncontrollable
circumstances, An extension of up to 30 days may be granted
at the discretion of the Agency on a case-by-case basis,

131st & Kedzie Avenue Post Office Box 297 Blue Island, lllinocis 60406 (312} 928-5200



Lawrence W. Eastep, P.E., Manager
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency
March 31, 1988

Page Two

Your requirement to apply the prior rule provides a more
streamlined mechanism to grant the relief requested by Clark.

application of the prior rule also resolves the three Agency
objections stated above.

In the event the Agency exercises its discretion contrary to

Clark's request, please advise as to the manner to appeal the
Agency's determination,

Thank vyou for your attention to this request, Due to the
complexity o©of this matter, Clark requests the opportunity to
answer any questions or objections that may arise and will be
pleased to meet with you or your staff to discuss resclution.

Sincerely,

hn T. Bernbom |

irector of Environmental Control

dlg
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Illinois Environmental Protection Agency - P.0. Box 19276, Springfield, IL 62794-9276

217/782-5544

April 27, 1988

John T. Bernbom

Director of Environmental Control
P.0. Box 297

Blue Island, IL 60406

Re: March 31, 1988 lLetter

Dear Mr. Bernbom:

As 1 explained in our telephone conversation of April 27, 1988,
discussing your 1letter of March 31, 1988, the bottom-line reasoning
for the Agency's letter of March 28, 1988 is that the Agency does not
have the Tlegal authority to grant the relief you have been requesting
under Section 722.134.

Sincerely,

Goey P15

Senjor Attorney
Enforcement Programs

GPK:rcg:16

cc: Charlie Zeal

RECEIVE(

WAY 21988

CLARK OIL REF,
BLUE ISLAND; [k

. ————
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Clark Oil & Refining Corporation

131st & Kedzie Avenue
Post Office Box 297
Blue Island, I. 80408
312-928-5200

July 15, 1988

Karl J. Klepitsch, Jr.

Chief Waste Management Branch

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region 5

230 South Dearborn Street

Chicago, Illinois 60406

Re: Clark Blue Island Refinery
ILD 005 109 822

Subject: Request for Accumulation Period Time Extension and
Withdrawal of RCRA Interim Status as TSD Facility

Dear Mr. Klepitsch:

On November 17, 1980, Clark submitted a RCRA Part A application
for the above facility. A major consideration for this filing was
to be legally covered if an unexpected event forced Clark to
accumulate wastes beyond 90 days. Agency published
clarifications and Clark waste activities have dispelled early
uncertainties concerning RCRA hazardous waste management and
Clark has found that a status as generator only serves Clark's
needs, Accordingly, Clark has endeavored to have the interim
status as a treat, store, dispose facility withdrawn; an action
the Agency has encouraged protective filers to undertake. To the
present time however, Clark has not been successful in
accomplishing its and the Agency's desires,

Clark inguiries have found ‘that the apparent reason the
withdrawal request has not been granted is that it is ©probable
that a 1981 accumulation time for generated leaded tank bottoms
(K052) was greater than the 90 days allowed by 40 CFR 262.34.
Clark records indicate the maximum accumulation days before
shipping off site could not have exceeded 119 days. A chronology
of events related to the accumulation is attached. Aalso attached
is an allocation of how the 119 days were utilized by the several
parties whose actions determined the duration ot the
accumulation,



Karl J. Klepitsch, Jr.

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency
July 15, 1988

Page Two

Clark could not have foreseen the need for an extended pericod,
This was Clark's <£first accumulation attempt under RCRA and
possibly because of the newness of the RCRA program, the required
action of other involved parties could not be performed as
expeditiously as happened after the program became more mature,
Clark’'s subsequent waste management experience indicates that
this accumulation was temporary since subsequent accumulations
have been without incident and a repetition is not anticipated.

The circumstances were uncontrollable by Clark. A total of 119
days were expended from the time the as yet ungenerated waste
could be sampled until movement of waste off site, Clark
controlled the flow of events on only 5 ¢f these days.

The chronology demonstrates prompt action by Clark each time
action was controlled by Clark. A first sample was delivered to
the independent laboratory on the day it was obtained, July 7.
Laboratory analyses received on July 23 were used that day to
prepare the landfill operator laboratory's required Waste Profile
sheet and a required sample together with the Profile sheet and a
Certification of Representative Sample sheet were delivered to
the operator's laboratory the next day, July 24. A permit copy
was received on October 30 (Friday) and the waste was received at
the landfill on November 3 (Tuesday).

Clark has considered closure as an alternative to a retroactive
30 day extension but finds the circumstances during the on site
holding period not indicative of closure. Although a listed
waste, characteristic category testing found the waste
nonhazardous, No waste entered the environment; it was contained
in an elevated lined and covered steel roll-off box (20' L x 6
W x 4' D) from which no leakage occurred. While awaiting transit
off site, it was situated in a secure refinery area used round-
the~clock in refinery operations. Since nothing entered the
environment a "closure" as regards this accumulation was decided
as not the action to undertake.

Clark has discussed attainment of generator only status with the
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency. They advised, in a
letter dated April 27, 1988, that their agency does not have
legal authority to grant extension to an accumulation period

which occurred prior to the time the program implementation was
transferred to Illinois,



Karl J. Klepitsch, Jr.

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency
July 15, 1988

Page Three

Clark asks that it be granted a 30 day extension to end November
4, 1981 for accumulation of waste removed off site on Illinois
manifest 0367821 (copy attached) and that Interim Status for the
site be withdrawn and replaced by generator only status.

Your attention to our request will be appreciated.

Very truly yours,

Enclosures



Chronology

landfill.

Action
Event Party
; 7/7/81 Sampling and sample delivery Clark
L to independent laboratory.
: 7/22/81 Sample tests completed and Independent
: mailed to Clark. laboratory
i 7/23/81 Sample test results received. Clark
Waste Profile sheet and
Certification of Representative
Sample prepared.
7/24/81 Sample, Certification of Clark
; Representative Sample, and
i Waste Profile sheet delivered
: to landfill operator laboratory.
; : 8/10/81 Sample analysis completed Landfill
; operator
laboratory
P 8/24/81 Application sent to IEPA for Landfill
; permit, - operator
i
| 8/27/81 Application received, IEPA
| 10/16/81 Permit issued. IEPA
% 10/30/81 Permit copy received, Clark
; 11/3/81 Waste taken off site to Clark



7/7/81

7/23/81

7/24/81

10/30/81

11/3/81

Addenda to Chronology
(Explanations and Descriptions)

The landfill operator required a completed Waste
Profile Sheet and a sample to be tested by his
labeoratory to determine if the waste was of a nature
for which the landfill was suited. Only then could he

~ask for a permit to receive the waste,

Clark did not have the waste analysis to prepare the
Waste Profile Sheet, When the waste became accessible
a sample was obtained and taken to an independent
laboratory for analysis, A second sample was obtained

to be later forwarded with documents to the 1landfill
operator.

The sample was received by the laboratory.

Clark received from the independent laboratory the
results of the tests performed on the sample they
received on July 7. A Waste Profile Sheet was prepared
using these results, A Certification of Representative
Sample Sheet was also prepared.

Clark delivered to the landfill operator's laboratory
the sample obtained on July 7 for this purpose, the
Certification of Representative Sample Sheet, and the
Waste Profile Sheet,

Clark received its copy of the permit issued to the
landfill operator to receive the waste at the landfill.
Clark arranged with the waste hauler for transport of
the waste to the landfill,

The waste was hauled to the landfill where it was
received and disposed with liners and cover. The roll-
off box rented from the hauler was retained by him.




Allocation of Days

1

: Action ‘ :
; Party ) Action Days
§ Clark Document preparation 5 (4%)
? and sample delivery.
: A Hauling waste off site,
; Independent Sample testing and 16 (13%)
i laboratory result reporting,
1 Landfill Sample testing and _ 34 (29%)
operator permit application
and preparation and
laboratory submission.
Requlatory Permit approval 64 (54%)
J agency and issuance
: (IEPA)

Total 119

i
i
.
I
i



i

.

IAJ.'D.::.PEA)DC.I\]T' \/\JPSTE 8% « CLinE  Ave

. STATE OF ILLINOIS

{ TO BE COMPLETED BY 314 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY . 0 3 B 7 8 2 1
& ASTE GEMERATOR DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL : T =
oy 2200 CHURCHILL ROAD, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62706
v =~ LIT77782-6760 _
' ' SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST Authorization Number 8 120 _2 _6_
e 13
Crart ow « Reg Core. 13100 S, Kevzie  Ave.  Fed IDOJ_E)L?) 00 imq 39.31.
s ' (Company Name) Address O 4 D OV G
"BL.mE T sLanD : T Lodo & T 1)
City State Zip .

WASTE HAULER(S)

Hauter Name - Havler Address E

GARY) IN 4o 406 Fem D INZD 05 1942 5637

. SW.H. Registration Number __
Hauler Name Hauler Address 32

DESTiNATION — DISPOSAL STORAGE R TREATMENT SITE

CID /Cchac;o - |58 st T-94  P.o Box 1296 031 L0 030

(Facihty Name) Address Sile Number ®»
CatumeT _C iy LL L0409 T,p IDILDO! o154 248
TO BE COMPLETED BY

WASTE GENERATOR

WASTE NAME: Casotines Tani BOTT‘OMS WASTE PHASE: SottD

@} {Liqud, Gaseous, Solid)
04 a[f /3 L

THE S’ECIALWASTE BEING TRANSPORTED UNDER THIS MANIFEST 1S OF THE DO'; "IAZARD CLASSIFICATION INDICATED IMMEDIATELY BELOW:

SHIPPING DESCRIPTION: - e HAZARD CLASS: ' g
WEIGHT FOR (.45 g
Dous WasTe OAM—E B.O.T. USE 5 TONS (circle ane)
SoLlD N.0.S. : NB 41g9q : /
g GALLONS (Circle Onej. - - L
WEIGHT FOR LE.P A UUSE MUST BE e uela - : T
CONVERTED 10 CU. YDS. OR AL - QUANTITY OF WASTE DELIVERED: € Lf"ﬂj Wws - - -

E' 52 53

¥~ METHOD OF SHIPMENT (Circte One) DRUMS  TANK TRUCK OTHER (Specify)..

THIS 15 70 CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE-NAMED SPECIAL WASTE IS PRUPERLY CLASSIFIED, DESCRIBED, PACKAGED, MARKED, AND LABELED AND IS IN PROPER CONDITJUN FOR TRANSPORTATION,
IN M:EOHDMCEWH'H THE APPLICABLE REGHU\TIUNS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION,

HEREBYIGREETOANDCERT]FYTHEABOVE'HRITTEN INFORMATION _ - i l hED‘ EEA HAZ'AKDO&S
‘j,/-.B -.%"/ S NN )}fcia-ﬁc " Wlaste NM«@;& '-:-KOS:L

o fAutnonrfd Signature)

WASTE HAULER R T _/ : -

luiéilg?\' CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE DESCRIBED SPECIAL WASTE AND QUANTITY HAS BEEN ACCEPTED [N PROPER CONDITION FOR TRANSPORT AND | ACKNOWLEDGE THE DESTINATION AS
ED:

m QW ' DATE;Ii_[ §J gl
Q {Authorized Slgnalure) i 54 59
@

. DATE: / !
{Authorized Signature) ""‘-" )

" FHEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE-DESCRIBED SPECIAL WASTE AND INDICATED QUANTITY HAS BEEN ACCEPTED AT THE SITE SPECIFIED ABQVE:

DISPOSAL, STORAGE, OR TREATMENT FACILITY”

HAZARDOUS WASTE SUBJECT 10 FEE YES_)’K NO

CA A2

s “ANIARDOLS, SR SECT T e e WS L

ENTS OR SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:

IN ILLINOIS: 217 / 7823637 : *24 HOUR EMERGENCY AND SPILL ASSISTANCE RUMBERS*
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DISTRIBUTION: PART - 1 GENERATOR PART - 7 |EPA PART - 3 SITE PART - 4 HAULER PART - § IEPA PART - 6 GENERATOR

GENERATOR COPY — PART 1 - DO NOT REMOVE PART 1 FROM SET UNTIL COMPLETED.



LRI Environmental Protection Agency
et 17¢ | S. First Street Maywood, IL. 60153

312/345-9780

Refer to: 03102405 - Cook County - Blue Island/Clark 0il
ILD005109822 .

May "7, 1982

Mr. R.H. Bruggink, Director
Environmental Control

Clark 0Oil & Refining Corporation
131lst & Kedzie

Blue Island, Illinois 60406

nr

Dear Mr. Bruggink:

An inspection of the above facility was conducted by a
representative of the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency
(IEPA) on March 24, 1982. This inspection was conducted by the
Illinois Env1r0nmental Protection Agency under a Cooperative
Arrangement with, and authorization of, the United Staces
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA). A copy of the inspection
report is enclosed. The purpose of the inspection was to determine
your facility's compliance status with the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (KRCRA) of 1976, P.L. 94-580, as amended. We are
pleased to report that your facility was found to be in compliance.

Your cooperation and efforts in this matter are appreciated. Should
you have any questions about the report, please contact Bonnie
Eleder at the above number. !

Sincerely,
T
Kenneth P. Bechely, Northern Region Manager

Field Operations Section
Division of Land Pollution Control

e st LB L U.S’ “:zq

&

KPB:BLE:prb
Enclosure: Inspection Report
cc: Division File

Northern Region
Be8e - BelPiA. = Region V
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@ Illinois Environmental Protection Agency - P.O.Box 19276, Springfield, I, 62794-9276

217/782-5544

April 27, 1988

John T. Bernbom

Director of Environmental Control
P.0. Box 297

Blue Island, IL 60406

Re: March 31, 1988 Letter

Dear Mr. Bernbom:

As 1 explained in our telephone conversation of April 27, 1988,
discussing your Tletter of March 31, 1988, the bottom-line reasoning
for the Agency's letter of March 28, 1988 is that the Agency does not
have the legal authority to grant the relief you have been requesting
under Section 722.134.

Sincerely,
Coey P 10
Gary P. King

Senior Attorney
Enforcement Programs

GPK:rcg: 16

cc: ‘Charlie Zeal -

RECEIVE]

MAY 21988

CLARK OIL REF,
BLUE ISLAND, Jk
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CLARK OIL & REFINING CORPORATION
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March 31, 1988

Lawrence W. Eastep, P.E., Manager

Permit Section

Division of Land Pollution Control
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency
2200 Churchill Road

Springfield, IL 62706

Re: Clark 0il & Refining Corporation
ILD005109822

Dear Mr. Eastep:

Your March 28, 1988 correspondence stated three reasons for
rejection of our March 3, 1988 request:

i, Section,7§2.134(d) did not become effective until May 1982,
Therefore, in October 1981 a variance could not have been
granted under 35 Ill, Adm. Code 722.134(b).

2. The provisional variance mechanism was not included in
722.134(b) until December 2, 1986.

3. The Pollution Control Board generally does not issue
variances for past violations. :

Clark was advised by telephone today that the relief sought must
be based on rules in effect at the time of possible storage,
Although our March 3 request did not specifically identify
current or prior rules, please consider this letter as a request

for a 30 day extension pursuant to any applicable rules under
which relief may be granted.

The prior version of Rule 722.134(b) provides:

A generator who accumulates hazardous waste for more than 90
days is an operator of a storage facility and is subject to
the requirements of 35 111, Adm. Code 724 and 725 and the
permit requirements of 35 Ill. Adm. Code 702,- 703 and 705
unless he has been granted an extension of the 90-day
period, Such extension may be granted by the Agency if
hazardous wastes must remain on-~site for longer than 90 days
due to unforeseen, temporary, and uncontrollable
circumstances, An extension of up to 30 days may be granted
at the discretion of the Agency on a case-by-case basis.

191t R Kordzia Auoni e Prot CVHira RBAavy 2Q7 i lalamad inAie SGAANS {7340\ AN _CHANA
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Lawrence W. Eastep, P.E., Manager
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency
March 31, 1988

Page TwoO

Your requirement to apply the prior rule provides a more
streamlined mechanism to grant the relief requested by Clark.

Application of the prior rule also resolves the three Agency
objections stated above,.

In the event the Agency exercises its discretion contrary to

Clark's request, please advise as to the manner to appeal the
Agency's determination.

Thank you for vyour attention to this request, Due to the
complexity of this matter, <Clark requests the opportunity to
answer any questions or objections that may arise and will be
pleased to meet with you or your staff to discuss resolution.

Sincerely,

hn T. Bernbom

irector of Environmental Control

dlg



CLARK OIL & REFINING CORPORATION

131st and Kedzie Avenue 5 r'f“\
Post Office Box 297 @ 1 TI"! ("RRR
Blue Island, lllinois 60406 —— W_\ LTRTAN VA \
(312) 385-5000 1;3‘1 \e U L \ )
T\\ \ = '1‘ (‘.‘
April 14, 1989 =AY

Karl J. Klepitsch, Jr.

Chief, Waste Management Branch

U. 8, Environmental Protection Agency
Region 5

230 South Dearborn Street

Chicago, Illinois 60604

Re: Clark Blue Island Refinery
ILD 005 109 822

Subject: Request for Accumulation Period Time Extension and
Withdrawal of RCRA Interim Status as TSD Facility

Dear Mr. Klepitsch:

This letter is a follow-up to prior correspondence concerning the
above,

On July 15, 1988 and October 31, 1988 Clark submitted a request
for your review (copies enclosed).

Please let me know the status of this matter and whether vou
require any additional information.

Thank you for your attention to this regquest.

Sincerely yours,

M T. ‘Bernbom i

rector of Environmental Control
dlg

Enclosures
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Clark Oil & Refining Corporation

131st & Kedzie Avenue
Post Office Box 297
Blue Island, 11 60408
312-928-5200

July 15, 1988

Karl J. Klepitsch, Jr.

Chief Waste Management Branch

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region 5

230 South bearborn Street

Chicago, Illinois 60406

Re: Clark Blue Island Refinery
ILD 005 109 822

Subject: Request for Accumulation Period Time Extension and
Withdrawal of RCRA Interim Status as TSD Facility

Dear Mr. Klepitsch:

On November 17, 1980, Clark submitted a RCRA Part A application
for the above facility., A major consideration for this filing was
to be 1legally covered if an unexpected event forced Clark to
accumulate wastes beyond 90 days. Agency published
clarifications and Clark waste activities have dispelled early
uncertainties concerning RCRA hazardous waste management and
Clark. has found that a status as generator only serves C(Clark's
needs, Accordingly, Clark = has endeavored to have the interim
status as a treat, store, dispose facility withdrawn: an action
the Agency has encouraged protective filers to undertake.  To the
present time however, Clark has not been successful in
accomplishing its and the Agency's desires.

Clark inquiries ~have found ‘that the apparent reason the
withdrawal request has not been granted is that it is probable

- that a 1981 accumulation time for generated leaded tank bottoms

(KO52) was greater than the 90 days allowed by 40 CFR 262.34.
Clark records indicate the maximum accumulation days before
shipping off site could not have exceeded 119 days, A chronology
of events related to the accumulation is attached. Also attached
is an allocation of how the 119 days were utilized by the several

parties whose actions determined the duration of the
accumulation,



Karl J, Klepitsch, Jr.

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency
July 15, 1988

Page Two

Clark «could not have foreseen the need for an extended period.
This was Clark's first accumulation attempt under RCRA and
possibly because ¢of the newness of the RCRA program, the required
action of other involved parties could not be performed as
expeditiously as happened after the program became more mature,
Clark's subseqguent waste management experience indicates that
this accumulation was temporary since subsequent accumulations
have been without incident and a repetition is not anticipated.

The circumstances were uncontrollable by Clark. A total of 119
days were expended from the time the as yet ungenerated waste
could be sampled until movement of waste off site. Clark
controlled the flow of events on only 5 of these days.

The chronology demonstrates prompt action by Clark each time
action was controlled by Clark. A first sample was delivered to
the independent laboratory on the day it was obtained, July 7.
Laboratory analyses received on July 23 were used that day to
prepare the landfill operator laboratory's required Waste Profile
sheet and a required sample together with the Profile sheet and a
Certification of Representative Sample sheet were delivered to
the operator's laboratory the next day, July 24. A permit copy
was received on October 30 (Friday) and the waste was received at
the landfill on November 3 {Tuesday).

Clark has considered closure as an alternative to a retroactive
30 day extension but finds the circumstances during the on site
holding period not indicative of closure, Although a listed
waste, characteristic category testing found the waste
nonhazardous. No waste entered the environment; it was contained
in an elevated lined and covered steel roll-off box (20' L ¥ 6°'
W x 4' D) from which no 1eakage occurred. While awaiting transit
off site, it was situated in a secure refinery area used round-
the-clock in refinery operations. Since nothing entered the
environment a "closure" as regards this accumulation was decided
" as net the action to undertake,

Clark has discussed attainment of generator only status with the
Illinois Envirconmental Protection Agency. They advised, in a
letter dated April 27, 1988, that their agency does not have
legal authority to grant extension to an accumulation period

which occurred prior to the time the program implementation was
transferred to Illinois,



Karl J. Klepitsch, Jr.

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency
July 15, 1988

Page Three

Clark asks that it be granted a 30 day extension to end November
4, 1981 for accumulation of waste removed off site on Illinois
manifest 0367821 (copy attached) and that Interim Status for the
site be withdrawn and replaced by generator only status.

Your attention to our request will be appreciated.

Very truly yours,

n T;'Be nbom :

N
' g

Jrector of Environmental Control
dlg

Enclosures



CLARK OIL & REFINING CORPORATION

131st and Kedzie Avenue
Post Office Box 297

Blue sland, Hincis 60406
{312) 9285200

October 31, 1988

Karl J. Klepitsch, Jr.

Chief, Waste Management Branch

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region 5

230 South Dearborn Street

Chicago, Illinois 60604

Re: Clark Blue Island Refinery
ILD 005 109 822

Subject: Request for Accumulation Period Time Extension and
Withdrawal of RCRA Interim Status as TSD Facility

Dear Mr. Klepitsch:

On July 15, 1988, Clark submitted the subject request. The
reason the request was submitted to you is that the Illinois
EPA advised us that even though they now have RCRA authority

the requested extension is for a time period before their
authority commenced and consequently the authority to grant
the extension lies with the USEPA, A telephone discussion

regarding our request was held on July 28, 1988 w1th USEPA S
Mary Villareal.

Since 1Illinois Hazardous Waste Management. Regulation rule
703.157(f) terminates Interim Status on November 8, 1988,
your early favorable response would resolve the matter.

Sincerely yours, -
n T. Bernbom //Hﬂﬂ\
irector of Environmental Control : ——




3200 Churchill Road, Springfield, lllinois 62708

Ad 5@%%& ni@in Redngs
Agrura, Litinois uﬁﬁ@%

Gnfer to: ook Lounty -~ 03102405 - Hive Isiend/Tiark Uil

e gy s g S 6y
S tepmer 4, L REU

Lrack G11 and nefining
ralst and Redzie Avenus
fbue Ebiﬁﬂm% Pitinois SR

attention: M. Brugyink

A reinspection of your %rﬁ?ﬁfiy locazed west of Kedzie, just south of
LEs yhrast i Elue isiand was mals by Hary Schroeder, reprasanting ks
¥ 30, 1560,

Tne inspection disciosad that your site was at the time of Ihe laspection
seing operates in gensral E@ﬁ??‘&%ce with the reguiremenis of the
hﬂvhﬂﬁﬂ”"ﬂbai Protection Aot and the Soiftd daste Rules and Keguiations.

T"ﬂ
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¢ be reminded that showid you wish o continue Lo dispose af special
generatad at your feciiity op site, the IT1inois Environssntal
ction Act and the I1limois Polintion Contrel Board Rules and

aiiﬁﬁﬁ must be complied with, Showld you wish to dispose of £ wrsta
mey be deemed hazardous, a perait mest be wbiained Trom this Agancy
o the deposition of such a waste.
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Your couperation in this matter s certainly appreciated. If this Agency
can be of ?uithvr assistance, ylemse feel free Lo contact us.

Stncerely,

Kenneth 7. dechely, sorthern ﬁ@@!@ﬁ Hanager
Fieild Operations Section

Division of Land/#oise Pollution Controd
KRS i m ey 6T UH/ 37

Enmioskre:  Inspection Keport

) w ..-/
co: Bivision File v
Hortnern fegion
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Refer to:  Cook County - 03102405 - Blue Istand/Clark 011

ciark 031 end Refining

131st and Redzie Avenue _

Biue Isfand, I1Viacis 60806

Artention: Robert M. Bruggink

Dear Me. Bruggink:

A reinspection of your propérty iccated approximately three blocks west
of Kedzie, just south of 127th Street in Blue Island was made by Mary
Wang Schroeder, representing this Agency on January 25, 1880, ‘
Mr. John Beribom and you were contacted at the time of the inspection.

The in?esﬁégaﬁiﬁﬂ'digciasea that approximately 700 drums have been

yemoved to eithsr a reconditioning plant or to & salvage yard, It wes

31se noted that some general rafuse -has been.removed. However, waste
waterial tentabively Tdentified by you as sulfur, catalysts, resiss,
filter sand, coal and water and oi) vemain on site. It was determined
during our meeting that lsboratory analyses and permitting procedurses tor
disposing of these wastes would be initiated by Clark 911 as soon as

‘possible. Ponding the results of the laboratory analyses, supplemental

permits and/or manifesis may be required prior o the disposal of the
material. - e : Lo

As discussed during sur meeting the general rofuse and the concrete and
asphalt may either be removed to an £05 approved sanitary landfill or
covered with a minimum-of 2 feet of natural earthen material.

Should you wish to continue .to-Jandfill 2 waste that is deemed hazardous,
a permit must be obiainad from the Agency prior to its disposal. If the
wasio that you wish to Jandfill is deemed not hazardous and is generated
on site, under Section 21-E of the Illinois Frnvironmental Protection Act,
you are exempt from the Operating Permit Provisions. Plesse note that
Section 21-F states that ~.. ‘ o ,

Mo person shall digpogﬁ of any refuse, efjtraﬁépavt any requé into
this State for disposal, @deept 2t a site or faciiity which_@g@ts the

requirements of this Act any of rﬁgul&ti@hs.th&r@und&r,?
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CPage

Althoigh you may be exempt under Z1-E of the ITlHinois Envirenmental
protection. Act from havine to cbtain a permil from- this Agency, you do
have 1o commly with 211 other provisions of the i{11inais Environmental
Pratection Act and [1iinofs Pollution Control Board's Chapter 7. Solid
Waste Bules and Regulations. If you wish further clarification of the
fet oo the fules and Regulations Tesl Tree to contact Laurie Brejtkopt of
our Legal Department at (312)345-9780. - .

eder may be contacted by telephone st 057-1132 for

HMary Han o
the inspection or arrangements Tor reinspection.

g Schr
diseussion of

Sincerely.

Kanneth P. Bechely, Northern Region Manager
Figld Operations Section B
Divinion of Land/Hofse Pellution Contred

K PR:MHS imr /06608/11~12
Enciosurar  Inspection Repert
cer Division File

Morthern Region




312/897-1132

33 South Stolp Avenue
Aurora, Illinois 60504

Refer to: Cook COHaiy - 03102405 - Blue Island/Clark 011
February 14, 1980

Clark 011 and Refining
131st and Kedzie Avenue
Blue Island, I1linois 60406

Attention: Robert H. Bruggink
DenrtHr. Bruggink:

A reinspection of your property located approximately three blocks west
of Kedzie, just south of 127th Street in Blue Island was made by Mary
Wang Schroeder, representing this Agency on January 25, 1980.

Mr. John Befnbom and you were contacted at the time of the inspection.

The investigation disclosed that approximately 700 drums have been
removed to either a reconditioning plant or to a salvage yard. It was
also noted that some general refuse has been removed. However, waste
material tentatively identified by you as sulfur, catalysts, resins,
filter sand, coal and water and oil remain on site. It was determined
during our meeting that laboratory analyses and permitting procedures for
disposing of these wastes would be initiated by Clark 0i1 as soon as
possible. Pending the results of the laboratory analyses, supplemental
permits and/or manifests may be required prior to the disposal of the
material. ' = ,

As discussed during our meeting the general refuse and the concrete and
asphalt may either be removed to an EPA approved sanitary landfill or
covered with a minimum of 2 feet of natural earthen material.

Should you wish to continue to landfi1l a waste that is deemed hazardous,
a permit must be obtained from the Agency prior to its disposal. If the
waste that you wish to landfill 1s deemed not hazardous and is generated
on site, under Section 21-E of the I11inois Environmental Protectfon Act,
you are exempt from the Operating Permit Provisions. Please note that
Section 21-E states that ;

"No person shall dispose of any refuse, or transport any refuse into :
this State for disposal, except at a site or facility which meets the
requirements of this Act any of regulations thereunder.® o



'r5 A1£h6ﬁ§ﬁ you may be exempt under 21-E of the I11inois Ehvifunﬁenfa]

| :f, Protection Act from having to obtain a permit from this Agency, you do -

heve to comply with all other provisions of the I1linois Environmental
Protection Act and I11inois Pollution Control Board's Chapter 7, Solid
Waste Rules and Regulations. If you wish further clarification of the
Act or the Rules and Regulations feel freée to contact Laurie Breitkopf of
our Legal Department at (312)345-9780. -

Mary Wang Schroeder may be contacted by telephone at 897-1132 for
discussion of the inspection or arrangements for reinspection.

Sincerely,

Kenneth P. Bechely, Northern Region Manager
Field Operations Section )

Division of Land/Noise Poliution Control
KPB:MWS:mr/0660B/11~12

Enclosure: Inspection Report

cc: Division File
Northern Region



EPA —DLPC
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3% /897-1132 STATE OF 11 LIMO
31%/837-1132 . - . STATE OF ILLIMNOLS
3% Sowth Stolp Avenus
Aurprs, Dlilnois  OGO504

nefor vo: Cook County - 931024405 - Blue Island/Clavik OLL

Abtm: Mr. Hobsre H. Bruggisk

i 5 1979, indicatipg thet you fele
;h% propariy sy be owned by somecns other than Clark O11; encloged i '
4 photocopy of the South Cook Tounty Plat beok. The approximate lecations

# the building snd the site in question are shown on the map. The Tepal
deacripticn of the site iz a2z followe:r MW guarter of NE querter of Section
A% Towaship 37H Reunge 138. 1£ the proparty is queaitlos does not belong to
Clamt 0Ll sad Refining please wotify ws. It should be péked thal on
gubssquent visite to the sits on Novewber 19, 1979 and December 17, 197%
Miry Schroeder observed vehicles with the Clars 011 logotype on them driving
throughout the site. 7The indlvidusls in theee Zrucks were cbserved enteviag

the bulldieg $ilacent to the site.

The Decembar 17, 1979 wisit to the gite disclesed the site rewmsing
relzstively unchanged. ‘There were 2350 to 300 drume pregent on the site.
4slthough wost of them were empty, some of the drumsg did contaln wasgte.

Wood, metal, paper and other gesersl refuse was algo observed. A blue-white
erystal-11ke material, & red-brown crystalice substaace snd black pellet
type material were observed oo the mite. Loads of concrete and ssphalt

had beawn deposited infermitiently throughoul the esite.

... Vour solid waste disposal site ig being cperated without ‘= valid permit
fyom thid Agency, Le violation of the Eavironmental Protection Act sod
ghaprer 7 of the Illinols Foliution Conernl Boerd Esles aod Reguletions os
Soiid Haste. If you choose to contimue fo operate without & permit, you
may be raferrsd te the Illiscts Pellution Control Board for legal sction.
whe TPCE hae he power teo impose & pensity Lo porgons found €0 bs in
violation of the Enwironmental Progection Act andfor the 20iid Yeste Buleas
aod Regulations. The penalties imposed may uot exceed 81G foy said
vinigtion, asd sn addivional civil pepmlty, oot Lo excesd 81,000 pey wiolation,
geh day during which the wiplation contiswse. fherefors, iU is

spd thar you immedistely discontime accepting aclid weste st your

foy

g-u " £ . £
eite unzil @heh time as en opersticg parmil i ohtained Frowp this Agsucy.
511 axisting solid wasis should be romoved ko 2o %P Ao spproved sanilary

SR




pivigion of Land/Folse Pollution Control

Mary Schrosdey may e contacted by telephone at £97-1132 . for
discusgion of the inspsction o arsangenmnis for relmpection.

Sincersly,

vemneth P. Bechelv, Northera Region Mssager
fand Field Operations Section
EPB S ¢ jom

tue losures:  Jaspection ﬁapéét
' thotogopy of plat

ce: Diviston File
‘ Horthera Region




Clark 0i1/Blue Island Refinery Inspection
ILD 005109822

Lily Herskovits

James N. Mayka

A RCRA site inspection was completed at Clark 0il Blue Island Refinery.
Gale Hruska and myself inspected the site on August 12, 1987. It was
prompted by the unclear RCRA status of this facility. According to our
records it is a TSD facility. Clark 0il requested a withdrawal of their
Part A, and asked to change their status to generator only, in a letter

of Oct. 8, 85. MWe never removed the facility from the TSD list, because
IEPA requested a formal inspection to define if in fact Clark 0il is a
generator or a TSD facility. As far as our record shows such an inspection
was never completed.

The question is still open, does Clark a Waste Generator only and did ever
store, treat or dispose hazardous waste at their site since RCRA became
effective in November 19, 1980.

I tried to find an answer to this question, therefore I interviewed
John Bernbom, Director of Environmental Control and his assistant Tom Freiley.
Both underscored that Clark 0i1 is a hazardous waste generator only.

According to John Bernbom, there were different activities at the Blue Island
refinery, but none of them included any waste treatment or storage.

Part of the business was sold out in October 1985 to BTL Industries, it was
their chemical production plants. See attached map for site location, size
and property lines after October 1985.

BTL has its own waste water pretreatment and discharge point; its property is
fully separated from Clark 0il.

We discussed with John all the waste streams that are generated at the facility,
what happens to those streams and what happened to them between 1980 - 1985.
John informed us, that at Blue Island, Clark refines sweet crude and has the
following process units:

Atmospheric and Vacuum Destillation
Hydrotreating

Catalytic Reforming

Fluid catalytic cracking

HF Alkylation unit




P

John stressed that Clark 0il1 never stored hazardous wastes and always
discharged all 1isted hazardous wastes into a tank car; the waste was
shipped off site immediately. He also claimed that there is no AP]
separator sludge formation, when the API separator bottoms are removed
via vacuum hosing, The bottoms are sold to oil re-refiners, this was a
practice at Clark even before RCRA became effective,

Gale and 1 walked through the refinery and their offsite facilities. We

found one fuel oil tank leaking - around the bottom of the tank the dike
area is full of dark No. 6 fuel oil.

There are other solid waste management areas at Clark 01 namely
a closed neutralization tank for HF alkglation plant spent acid, and
an open caustic pit for setting the pH after neutralization.

Waste handling:

The APT bottom sludges are removed regularly - every 6 weeks by American
Recovery Co. via vacuum suction into a tank car, and sent for recycling
to recover oil from the emulsion. According to John there are no

solids present in the bottoms. I requested test results from earlier
discharged AP] bottoms. He promised to send me all analytical data on
both, API separator sludge and DAF float.

Suggestions:

1. Request data on pH values in meutralization pit.

2. Request detailed analysis data for the API separator bottoms, the frequency
of analysis and a flow chart around the API Separator. This flow chart
shall indicate all the influent, effluent and return flows together with
the sludge separation/removal processes.

3. Review BTL Industries RCRA status.

4, Contact IEPA regarding their withdrawal/closure inspection, to find out
if any formal action followed their September 19, 1985 memo in which IEPA
suggested that an inspection is necessary to determine if the facility
may be withdrawn or a formal closure be required.
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